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By Billy McKean and Dave Stockton 





elections for English county councils 

and the European Parliament. In the EU 
polls north of the border they came second ta 
the Scottish Nationalists and in Wales they 
lost for the first time to the Tories. The col- 
lapse of the Labour vote in the North West and 
Yorkshire and Humberside let in two fascist 
MEPs. This comes on top of the MPs expens- 
es scandal and the string of resignations by 
Labour ministers caught with their fingers in 
the till, 

So far, six cabinet and three non-executive 
ministers have resigned. On the eve of the Euro- 
pean and county council elections, Hazel Blears 
flounced out of office in a rage, sporting a “rock- 
ing the boat” brooch to show her disdain for 
Brown. In fact she was showing her utter 
contempt for the Labour Party membership as 
a whole, putting her own position before the 
fortunes of her party. By the time James Pur- 
nell stormed out 24 hours later in an attempt 
to provoke a pro-Miliband palace coup, the 
careerist war between Blairite and Brownite 
ministers was more reminiscent of the dog-eat- 
dog behaviour of senior bankers than of a 
supposedly working class party. 

It is in this fetid atmosphere that Brawn has 
sought to shore up support with appointments 
of several Labour loyalists drawn from the 
unions. Brown knows his last throw of the dice 
depends on the thousands of trade union mem- 
bers who still account for the bulk of the offi- 
cial Labour Party membership and provide its 
funds. 

But politically he will continue to row to the 
‘centre’, ina vain attempt to win back the mid- 
dle class vote. But even to win the “sympa- 
thy” of fickle middleclass voters, Labour always 
needed the bedrock strength of its working class 


| abour is reeling from its defeats in the 





We need gay prid 


‘Doncaster! 


ed mayor of Doncaster. He lost no time in implementing his reac- 
ionary agenda and immediately announced he was axing 
funding for gay pride. The disgusting right wing paper the Star respond- 
ed with the headline 'Gays Feel the Pinch’ and added in language wor- 
thy of any fascist “Crusade begins against PC madness.” 

Let's show this despicable demagogue what the movement for eman- 
cipation and freedom is really made of. Lets call an absolutely mas- 
sive protest for sexual freedom in Doncaster and mobilise lesbians, 
gays, bisexuals, transgender people, socialists, trade unionists, women s 
liberalionists and everyone wha believes in democracy and freedom in 


\ member of the far right English democrats Party has been elect- 


a massive march through Doncaster. 


This kind of anti-gay language should be a relic of the dark ages, and 
the fact that the English Democrats want to turn back the clock is a 
worrying sign. Let's flaunt our sexuality and lets fight back! 


Labour Party in Crisis 


base. Blair and Brown's common “project” back 
in 1995 was to “triangulate”- which meant 
taking Labour's solid vote from the working class 
in the public and private sector for granted, and 
then tailor their policies to the previously Tory 
middle classes. 

That explained the emphasis on “choice” in 
education and the health service- which meant 
bringing big business into these areas of social 
provision, taking them out of local council or 
direct central government control so that unequal 
levels of “investment” could produce “success- 
ful” schools and hospitals ready to be cherry 
picked by the professional middle classes. 

Meanwhile Labour’s working class base saw 
the continued decline of industry, continued sell 
off of council] houses, continued privatisations 
and increasingly middie class Labour ministers 
and MPs pocketing inflated salaries and expens- 
es and showing not an ounce of sympathy for 
the problems faced by ordinary people. 

No wonder 1.4 million fewer voters support- 
ed Labour in the European elections than five 
years ago. Core Labour supporters feel com- 
pletely let down by their party and many 
angrily abstained in protest. 

Workers Power has no illusions in the work- 
ing class credentials of a government that for 
over twelve years bombed and burned its way 
from Belgrade to Baghdad, which brought big 
business and the market into our schools and 
hospitals and even now is still trying to priva- 
tise Royal Mail. 

But Labour MPs like John McDonnell anc 
trade union leaders like Derek Simpson and Dave 
Prentis do believe that Labour can be recaptured 


for the working class. They think that, at the 


eleventh hour, Gordon Brown could adopt 
pro-working class policies. We do not. Howev- 
er — with the party totally dependent on the 
big union's funds and on left loyalist for survival 
— the union leaders ought at least to pluck up 


Eien arte O's 





their courage and publicly demand a change 

of policy from Brown. Behind the scenes 

diplomacy and pleading is 100 per cent certain 

to yield no results. The unions have paid mil- 

lions to Labour over the years, but in this case 

he who pays the paper has not called the tune. 

So the unions should demanc: 

* The repeal of all the anti-union laws that stran- 
gle effective trade unionism. 

¢ A huge levy on the giant corporations and 
banks and the private wealth of the rich to fund 
a programme of building, repair and equip- 
ping of schools, hospitals, and council hous- 
ing. 

e The nationalisation of al] firms declaring 
redundancies or plant closures, especially the 
collapsing car and components industry and 
an end to job losses 

« An end to public service cuts and retrench- 
ments, and end to all privatisation and public- 
private partnership schemes. 

We do not believe that either Gordon Brown 
of the Labour Left or the union leaders will do 
this. Why? Because Brown is a bought and 
sold agent of the bankers. As for John McDon- 
nell and Derek Simpson, we do not believe 
they have the courage to face up to Brown or 
even to attack his leadership. 

We have argued for the last five years that 
the time is ripe for a new mass working class 
party. Now it appears at long last that Bob 
Crow of the RMT union and the Socialist 
Workers Party have come round to this view too. 
We believe other unions should break from 
Labour and put their financial and human 
resources at the service of this goal, and that the 
socialist organisations should come together 
in buiulding this new party. As Workers Power 
has been arguing along these lines for five years, 
we will join any initiative that seriously moves 
in this direction and so should every militant 
in the labour movement. 


For more revolutionary news, analysis, 
e in history and theory go to... 
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Build a new workers party - now 


4 | “he Labour Party is in a deep cn- 
sis. The rats are deserting the 
sinking ship as, one after anoth- 

| er, selfish ministers cut and run. 
| They've done nothing to bail out 
our jobs, as scores of thousands 
are thrown on the dole in manu- 
facturing, the car industry, the oil 
industry, construction, insurance 
and banking. But they gave hun- 
| dreds of billions to the bankers - and 
| millions to themselves in dodgy 
expenses. 
And they dare to call themselves 
the party of the working class, 
No wonder Labour's share of the 
vote is down to a historic low of 
| 23 percent - less than one in four 
; chose Labour at the council elec- 
tions. Millions of traditional Labour 
voters up and down the country are 
looking for an alternative. 
Votes went to the Tories, but they 
are even worse than Labour, a party 
i of the super-rich through and 
through. Some voted for hard right 
wingers like UKIP and even the fas- 
cists of the BNP. Some just stayed 
at home. 
The answer is obvious. Labour 
doesn't represent the working class. 
| Their leaders have even stripped 
away the right of the party confer- 
ence to change its policies. 

So it's time for a new workers’ 
party. 

Support for Labour has declined 
since 1997, because again and again 
they have betrayed the millions of 

working class ReOpe that voted for 

, them. 

Biair led the way, selling off more 
of the NHS to big business than even 
Thatcher ever dared in the 1980s. In 
education, they did the same, hand- 
ing our children's upbringing over 
to profiteers in the city academies. 
Council housing has continued to 
be sold off and to run down, 

Our civil liberties have been 
taken away. Innocent people can be 
held over a month without charge 
under the Terrorism Act. Your DNA 
can be held far years even if you 
never committed an offence. Peace- 
ful protesters get harassed, spied on 
and beaten by the police. 

Aconstant media attack has been 
launched on the Muslim population, 
encouraged by Labour's spin doc- 
tors, trying to make them afraid to 
speak out against Labour's wars for 
fear of being branded terrorists. 

And Labour's wars in Afghanistan 
and fraq have killed over one mil- 
lion innocent people, according 
to independent medical estimates. 

All these things provoked one 


member to leave Labour every twen- 
ty minutes in 2006, as the party 
abandoned everything it had once 
seemed to stand for. 

Hopes that Gordon Brown would 
be better were soon dashed. Brown 
has overseen the biggest economic 
crisis since the 193@s - and spent 
hundreds of billions on banks who 
squandered it on huge bonuses for 
bosses, whilst the rest of us are still 
suffering wage cuts, job losses and 
unemployment. 

The Tories will be even worse. 
They have already said they will make 
savage cuts to public spending, cov- 
ering the debt incurred by the bank 
bailout by starving schools, hospi- 
tals and other essential services of 
funds. 

Labour, Tory, Lib-Dem, UKIP all 
agree on one thing. The warking 
class - British and foreign - must 
be made to pay the price for the eco- 
nomic crisis. But we didn't cause the 
crisis - the rich capitalists did. So.we 
need a party that makes them pay, 
not us. 

We need anew working class party, 
so that at the next election the choice 
is nat just between the official discred- 
ited parties of the establishment and 
the expenses scandal, We needa new 
party so that there is a progressive, 
anti-racist, pro-working class alterna- 
tive to the dangerous divisive argu- 
ments of UKIP and the outright 
racism of the brutal BNP. 

in the European elections, Bob 
Crow and his RMT transport union 
launched a new electoral challenge, 
jointly with the Communist Party and 
the Socialist Party. This is important 
and shows that forces exist that could 
build a chalienge to Labour, 

But the name they chose for their 
electoral platform speaks volumes. 
They called it No 2 EU, stressing 
opposition to foreign governments, 
foreign bosses and even the free 
movement of foreign labour. The 
danger is that this plays along with 
the divisive nationalism that is build- 
ing up strength in Britain today. 
Instead of putting the blame where 
it belongs, at the door of the rich 
bankers, capitalists and government 
in Britain, it diverts attention away 
from home, it leads to dangerous 
divisions in the working class, like 
the 'British Jobs for British Work- 
ers' strikes in construction, which 
targeted not the bosses who are sack- 
ing workers, but foreign workers’ 
jobs. 

The RMT and their backers look 
likely to be holding a conference after 
the election to discuss setting up a 


new party. Workers and campaign- 
ers, socialists, antiwar activists and 
anti-racists should attend the con- 
ference and back efforts to set up a 
new working class party, while 
opposing nationalism and all 
attempts to blame foreign workers. 
Instead of fighting only for British 
jobs, it would fight for jobs and equal 
pay for workers of all nationalities, 
breaking down undercutting by lev- 
elling up pay, and breaking down 
hatred by mutual solidarity of all 
workers. It would actively fight 
against racism and the fascist BNP, 
and it would support the free move- 
ment of mworkers. 

Building it is a job for al] of us, and 
not in the distant future -right now. 

Who could be drawn into the proj- 
ect of creating a new party? We can 
start with all those workers already 
in struggle with the employers and 
this rotten bosses' government. 

Rail workers, post workers and con- 
struction workers who are balloting 
for action against job cuts, attacks on 
union agreements and privatisation; 
The Visteon and Prisme workers who 
occupied their plants rather than let 
bosses sack them without decent 
redundancy pay; Residents and work- 
ers in Lambeth fighting their coun- 
cil's cuts and rent rises; Linamar work- 
ers preparing for all out action in 
defence of their sacked convenor; 
Young people campaigning against 
the British National Party who are fill- 
ing the void of despair left by the main- 
stream parties; Students fighting edu- 
cation cuts and for solidarity with the 
people of Gaza; The unemployed 
and the youth in danger of becoming 
a ‘lost generation’; All of us who are 
sick and tired of the greed and corrup- 
tion of the current system. 

The socialist groups should back 
this fight for a new party, In partic- 
ular, the largest of the socialist 
groups, the Socialist Workers Party, 
is rumoured to be on the verge of 
changing its policy and issuing a cail 
for anew political party. This would 
be a big step forward - so long as it 
openly opposes those who want to 
foist a divisive nationalist policy on 
the new party, and as long as it takes 
as its model not a Labour Party Mark 
2 under the control of union lead- 
ers, but a democratic party like the 
New Anticapitalist Party in France, 
within which revolutionary social- 
ists would be able to mount an argu- 
ment tn favour of overthrowing 
the capitalist system for good. 

If you agree, contact Workers 
Power and join us in the fight for a 
new anti-capitalist party! 





The Labour party is in cri- 
sis, Billy Ralston and Dave 
Stockton look at its decline 


The Euro elections saw sig- 
nificant gains for the right 


{ wing, Luke Cooper and 


Simon Hardy analyse the results 
across Europe 
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Jeremy Dewar argues for 
action to stop the job losses 
across the country 


General Motors is bankrupt. 
Dave Stockton looks at.the 
car industry crisis 


Amassive yes vote for strike 


Q action on the post in Lon- 
don is a real chance fora 


fight back says a CWU rep 
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America’s imperialist pol- 
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Europe moves right and social 









democratic vote collapses 


By Simon Hardy 


cross Europe conservatives, nationalists 

1 As fascists are celebrating election wins. 

The Sacial-Democratic, Socialist and 

Labour parties are reeling after their electoral 
support plummeted. 

The Social Democrats in Germany scored 
just 21 per cent of the vote. The sense of 
despondency was summed up by Frank-Wal- 
ter Steinmeier, the SPD foreign minister, who 
said: “This is a disappointing election result 
_ there’s no talking around it.” In France the 
Socialist Party's vote fell from 28 per cent to 

‘ just 16 per cent. 

However, despite the collapse of these so- 
called “centre left” parties, in a number of 
countries more left wing parties, which had 
been involved in the recent anti-capitalist 
struggles in the workplaces and on the streets, 
like the mass strikes in France and the street 
protests in Greece, connected with workers’ 
and young people’s desire for radical change 
and did reasonably well. 

Overall, people used the European elections 
to punish the social democrats for govern- 
ing on behalf of the rich and carrying out a 
series of “neoliberal reforms” like privatisa- 
tion and welfare cuts. The social democratic 
parties were all, like Labour in the UK, cre- 
ated by the working class, but act in the inter- 
ests of the capitalists. Their working class base 
has now, across the board, punished them. 

There is an urgent need for new working 
class parties to turn the tide, as part of a gen- 
uine working class fightback against the eco- 
nomic crisis. Without this the next few years 
will see the situation deteriorate further for 
workers and progressive forces as the right 
makes gains. 





t 


The rise of the right 
The massive success of some of the right wing 
parties was a direct result of this erosion of 
support for the social democrats. 
- In Spain, the right wing Peoples’ Party won 
the election, beating the governing Spanish 
| Socialist Party, The conservatives also won 10 
| seats in Portugal, defeating the Social Democ- 
rats, who are also in government. 

in Austria the Social Democratic Party's 
support fell to only 28 per cent and the far 
right Freedom Party massively increased its 
vote. 

The governing social democratic parties 
have been punished for their defence of cap- 
italism, as people moved to the right, seduced 
by the bosses’ claims to be more decisive, or 
abstained. 

But it would be wrong to say that people 
only voted against incumbent governments 
as a mere protest. In countries where the 

' Social Democracy is in opposition, the right 


wing stil] achieved spectacular results. 

In Germany, which has the highest propor- 
tion of seats in the EU parliament, Chancellor 
Angela Merkel’s Christian Democrats scored a 
stunning victory over the Social Democrats, who 
are participating ina coalition government with 
Merkel. 

In France, Nicolas Sarkozy’s UMP won a 
significant victory, a right wing advance echoed 
in Italy by the corrupt Silvio Berlusconi's party, 
as well as the Northern Leagues, which polled 
10 per cent of the vote. 

In the Netherlands, Istamophobic politician 
Geert Wilders’ Parti} voor de Vrijheid (Party 
for Freedom) came second in the election with 
17 per cent. In Hungary the fascist party Jobbik, 
which openly parades around in uniforms under 
the slogan “Hungary belongs to the Hungari- 
ans”, had three MEPs elected. Its paramilitary 
Hungarian Guard has staged provocative demon- 
strations in Roma villages, and the head of the 
police trade union was one of its main candi- 
dates. 

In Belgium the centre right won out over the 
left and the far right, with the fascist Vlaams 
Bloc suffering significant losses. The leader Filip 
Dewinter consoled himself by saying: “Flanders 
has lurched to the right. The left is losing.” 


What about the radical left? 
The votes of the Europe’s newer left parties 
were mixed. In Germany the Left Party (Die 
Linke) got 7.5 per cent and won eight seats, a 
very good result. In France, the Front de 
Gauche (Left Front) got 6.3 per cent, giving 
them five seats. The Front de Gauche’s main 
component is the newly created Parti De 
Gauche (Left Party), a left wing split from the 
Socialist Party which was set up shortly after 
the launch of the radical Nouveau Parti Anti- 
capitaliste (New Anticapitalist Party) in a bla- 
tant attempt to try and block its growth. Despite 
this, the NPA still got 4.9 per cent, but it was 
not enough for them to get anyone elected. 
The vote for the Left Bloc in Portugal was sig- 
nificant, around 10 per cent. And the Com- 
mittee fer a Workers International were rid- 
ing high after its Irish Section, the Socialist 
Party, won a big victory, getting Joe Higgins 
elected in Ireland. Higgins beat the ruling Fian- 
na Fail party to secure his seat, part of a wider 
trend that saw FF and their coalition partners 
the Greens do quite badly. The shift to the left 
by the Irish workers was greeted by Kieran Allen 
from the SWP who said: “The radical left must 
now enter discussions to form either an alliance 
or broad radical left party, where different 
tendencies can coexist.” Such a call for a party 
must be welcomed by socialists, workers and 
youth, who should press for a new workers’ party 
and a democratic debate over its programme 
and strategy. 

However, socialists must beware. The rea- 


son for the collapse of social democracy was 
that it ruled in partnership with the capitalists. 
The Parti de Gauche in France and Die Linke 
in Germany are left reformist parties that have 
refused to rule out serving in capitalist govern- 
ments; in Die Linke’s case it has already pushed 
through neoliberal policies in Berlin, where 
it has served in a capitalist coalition with the 
SPD in the regional government. These parties 
will become compromised in the eyes of the 
working class in the same way that the tradi- 
tional socia! democratic parties have — whether 
it is in one year or 10. 

We need anticapitalist workers’ parties that, 
from the beginning, make it clear that they will 
not serve on behalf of the capitalists or in coali- 
tion governments with capitalist parties, but 
which fight instead for working class power, for 
complete independence from the capitalists, for 
workers’ governments based on workers’ organ- 
isations alone. The NPA is a more important 
development than Die Linke in this respect, 
having gone some way towards ruling out coali- 
tion with capitalists, and points the way forward 
for other such projects in Europe. In the 
aftermath of its disappointment at being denied 
seats in Strasbourg, the NPA should reject the 
siren call of those who would have it make an 
unprincipled alliance with the Parti de Gauche. 


Where do we go from here? 

In a time of economic crisis, wouldn’t we 
expect workers to vote for their own parties 
to defend them? The reality is that social 
democracy in Europe is in crisis. Its support 
has crumbled and it can find no way out. Peo- 
ple are increasingly angry at the system, the 
growing poverty, the feeling of alienation, the 
hatred of the capitalist elites creaming money 
out of the crisis. 

The problem is that, because no serious social+ 
ist alternative is being presented, one which can 
seriously fight back against the economic cri- 
sis, the right is surging ahead, taking advantage 
of the confusion caused by the social democ- 
rats’ betrayals. Social Democrats are wedded to 
capitalism itself, so they, along with the trade 
union leaders that back them, cannot pose a 
challenge to the system. 

Millions of workers across Europe voted for 
parties to the left of the traditional social dem- 
ocratic parties. This represents an important 
base to build on — despite the gains of the 
right. Instead, we need to bring together the ant- 
icapitalist parties of Europe in a new coordina- 
tion, rejecting coalition with the capitalists, ham- 
mering out a programme of action, linking 
resistance to the crisis with the fight for work- 
ing class governments and the need for revo- 
lution. This means a new, international party, 
fighting for a Socialist United States of Europe. 
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Labour suffers historic defeat as 
hepa class abandons party 


'¢ Tories main winners as Labour vote collapses 





-* Fascist BNP makes significant gains, winning two MEPs for the first time 





'* Anti-Europe, anti-immigration UKIP takes second spot 
¢ Sharp decline in turnout shows voters disillusioned with mainstream politics 


¢ Opportunity for new anticapitalist alternative if formed for next general election 


By Luke Cooper 


he big story of the 2009 European and 
local elections is the electoral annihila- 


tion of the Labour Party. Taking just 15 
per cent of the vote in the European elec- 
tions, they stumped into third place behind 
UKIP. Just days earlier, they lost control of all 
four of the counties they were defending in the 
English counties elections; returning just 
170 councillors compared to the Tories’ haul 
of 1,531, and getting a historic low for coun- 
ctl elections of just 23 percent. 

While the Tories celebrated turning the Eng- 
lish counties blue, even taking councils off the 
Lib Dems in the south west as well, the Euro- 
pean elections are perhaps a better indicator of 

| the anger and indignation so many people 
‘feel with the three main parties, as none 
; could claim a big victory. The Tories’ could point 
| to an increase in their share of the vote of one 
| per cent compared to five years ago, but they 
‘came away with fewer votes than they had 
i last time — 4.2 million, down from 4.4 mil- 
| lion. They owe their increased share of the vote 
‘toa sharp fall in turn out. But while the 
: Tories appeared to have got their core middle 
: Class base out, Labour's working class base col- 
: lapsed; their share of the vote was down seven 
| per cent, a huge loss of 1.3 million voters com- 
pared to 2004. 

So Labour suffered the humiliation of being 
pushed into third place, by the far right, anti- 
Europe, anti-immigration party UKIP, who 
gained a further two MEPs on top of those they 
won at their breakthrough election in 2004, 
But again, UKIP has benefited from the col- 
lapse in Labour’s turn out, rather than an influx 
of new voters behind them - their share of the 
vote only increased by 0.3 per cent while they 
actually lost around 150,000 voters who had 
supported them in 2004. 

Perhaps these deserted to the fascist BNP, 
who were clearly one of the big gainers in 
this election. The BNP returned two MEPs for 
the first time, winning not far off a million 
votes, an increase of around 150,000 from last 
time, and 6.5 per cent of the vote nationally. 
Leader Nick Griffin won a seat in the North 
West, while ex-National Front leader Andrew 
Brons won a seat in Yorkshire and Humber- 

| side. But Griffin himself did not make big gains 
| in terms of the numbers of actual votes won, 
| which actually fell when compared to his total 
| five years ago. 


Minor parties’ gains show mood for 
alternative 

Many had predicted that minor parties would be 
the main beneficiaries of the political crisis over 
expenses, in which each of the mainstream par- 
ties was equally implicated, and the results 
appear to have borne out that prediction. Not 
just the BNP, but other minor parties like the 
Green Party (who added 200,000 voters to their 
2004 result), the far right English Democrats 
(who doubled their vote and won the mayoral- 
ty of Doncaster), and the Christian Alliance (who 
scored a high vote in some parts of London, espe- 
cially among devout immigrant communities), 
all saw sharp rises in their vote. 

But even once these are added up, it can’t 
account for the huge loss in support suffered by 
the Labour Party. It seems that many Labour 
voters opted to simply stay at home rather 
than come out and vote, accounting for the drop 
in turn out to just over 30 per cent. 

And indeed if Labour voters were furious with 
the government for doing nothing to stop the 
jobs massacre, for a decade of privatisation in 
public services, for their latest attacks on the 
unemployed in the midst of spiralling unem- 
ployment, who did they have to turn to in 
these elections — in short, where was the left? 


Where was the left? 

Bob Crow’s No2ZEU campaign, farmed around 
two months prior to the campaign, is likely to 
be satisfied with its result — given the short time 
the campaign had to get off the ground. It scored 
just over 150,000 votes nationally, coming away 
with around I per cent. Arthur Scargill’s Social- 
ist Labour Party (SLP) did marginally better at 
just over 1 per cent. Taken together that gives 
a vote for the radical left of around 2 per cent. 

The mere fact that the SLP —a tiny Stalinist 
party with very few activists - did better than Bob 
Crow’s new alliance shows that Crow’s oppor- 
tunist tactic of pitching a new working class ini- 
tiative around opposition to the EU and drop- 
ping such key questions as socialism failed to 
pick up additional support. 

After all, at least Scargill’s party calls itself 
socialist, which is doubtless the main reason 
people put across next to it on the ballot 
paper. No2EU's attempt to steal ground from 
UKIP failed. Even if it had been more success- 
ful, the fact is they would have picked up votes 
for the wrong reasons — opposition to the 
bosses, institutions and even the free movement 
of the peoples of Europe, rather than opposition 


to our own bosses carrying out attacks on wer-- 
ers here. 

Following the election, Bob Crow was repor-- 
ed on the BBC as calling for urgent discus- 
sions with the socialist organisations on a unit- 
ed left challenge to Labour. While, the No2EU 
press release quoted him as saying, “We row 
need urgent discussions with political parties. 
campaigns and our colleagues in other unions 
like the CWU to develop a political and indus- 
trial response to this crisis.” 

In response, all socialists should welcome any 
moves to a new party by Bob Crow and other 
union leaders. But we must fight to inject inter- 
nationalist, anticapitalist and working class pol- 
itics into it, and to drop the nationalist policies 
that No2EU has put forward so far, We needa 
new party that challenges capitalism and refus- 
es to strike alliances with our own bosses. We 
need a new party that defends every job, fights 
for jobs for all and refuses to play into the 
bosses’ hands by targeting migrant workers as 
the problem. We need a new party that identi- 
fies that crisis ridden capitalist system as the 
problem and socialist revolution as the solution. 

Only by fighting for a new anticapitalist party 
can we hope to offer an alternative pole of attrac- 
tion to the BNP. Their growth in these elections 
and the widespread disenchantment with all par- 
ties of the political establishment underlines a 
point often made by socialist activists: in times 
of social and political crisis such as ours the cen- 
tre ground of politics doesn't hold, and society 
polarises between left and right. But as it stands 
we don’t have a clear left pole. 

Of course, many will want to start a renewed 
fight back against the BNP right away and won't 
want to wait until the Jeft ‘gets its act together’ 
and builds a new party. Quite right: but let’s do 
the two things together. 

The fight for a new workers’ party must go 
hand in hand with anti-fascist campaigning 
against the BNP. On every estate where the 
BNP are making inroads, we must get out 
there and fight to organise campaigns and move- 
ments that give progressive, working class solu- 
tions to the terrible poverty, lack of housing, and 
mass unemployment, which the BNP are exploit- 
ing to peddle their hateful lies. 

But without a new working class party, all the 
antifascist campaigning in the world won't be 
enough. The right are capitalising on the fail- 
ure of mainstream capitalist politics. An anti- 
capitalist party is not an optional extra — it’s 
the answer. 
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ccording to the latest official 
Ajizns 2.22 million work- 
rs - 7,1 per cent of the 
workforce - are unemployed across 
Britain. Over a quarter of a million 
lost their jobs in the first three 
months of 2009, the fastest rate of 
redundancies since 1980. But even 
these figures do not tell the full 
story of human misery. 

First, they only cover the peri- 
od to March. Since then Lloyds has 
announced 1,135 job cuts - despite 
the company being 43 per cent 
government owned; BT says 
15,000 jobs - 10 per cent of the 
total - will go this year, on top of 
15,000 redundancies last year; 
retailers Clinton Cards (2,000 
jobs), Bay Trading (1,230) and 
Cruise (30) have all promised cuts; 
insurance giant Aviva plans to axe 
1,100 permanent and 590 tem- 
porary posts before the year’s out; 
and privatised defence research 
group QinetiQ has called for 400 
jobs to be sacrificed. 

Second, the decimation of man- 
ufacturing continues apace. Ear- 
lier this year, 850 agency wark- 
ers were given the push at BMW’s 
| Cowley plant - with the connivance 
| of their union Unite, Honda car 
| workers returned to work having 
suffered a four-month lay-off and 
3 per cent pay cut; but even this 
sacrifice has not stapped the com- 
pany chopping 1,300 jobs. 

Meanwhile 5,500 jobs at Vaux- 
hall hang in the balance following 
the bankruptcy of parent compa- 
ny General Motors, while van 
maker LDV’s rescue package has 
collapsed, leaving 850 workers 
staring down the barrel of the 
unemployment gun. These job 
losses will have an enormous 
knock-on effect as suppliers are 
forced to close. As LDV manage- 
ment has said, “Around 4,000 [fur- 
ther} British jobs are at risk with 
over 1,000 in the Midlands region 
and many around Washwood 
Heath, which is already one of the 
highest unemployment areas in 
the country.” 

Third, the headline figures hide 
sreater concentrations of jobless- 
ness. Behind the 7.1 per cent aver- 
age rate, the West Midlands (9.3 


heap by the British bosses 


per cent}, North east (8.3 per cent 
and London 8.2 per cent) are even 
harder hit. As we have shown 
before, women also suffer severely 
in recessions, one because they are 
considered less well-trained and 
more expendable by penny-pinch- 
ing bosses, and two because public 
service cuts - in the NHS, educa- 
tion, etc. - will place more women 
on the dole, while simultaneously 
demanding they take up the slack 
for free. 

The plight of black and Asian 
workers is similar: a higher rate of 
unemployment to begin with and 
likely to be disproportionately 
affected by the cuts. 

Former monetary policy com- 
mittee member, economist David 
Blanchflower, has warned of a “lost 
generation” of young workers: 
“We're talking about nearly 900,000 
[unemployed - i.e, 16 per cent] 
under 25-year-olds now and when 
the class of 2009 graduates, there 
will be more than a million.” In fact 
600,000 students leave schoo! this 
summer; so, with most employers 
implementing a recruitment freeze, 
we are looking at 1.5 million youth 
out of work. 

Labour’s response here has been 
pitiful. A mere 35,000 new appren- 


The latest job figures indicate more people thrown on the scrap 


The silent jobs massacre 


The scale of job losses and the prospect of worse to come are only matched by the union 
leaders’ near total inaction and Labour and the media's silence. But, Jererny Dewar argues, 
even now there is a way for workers to stop the cuts 





ticeships have been announced and 
these, according to The Guardian, 
“are likely to be awarded to able and 
middle-class young people rather 
than those who are most in need of 
them, while the raising of the 
schoo! leaving age to 18 is likely 
to postpone rather than solve the 
problem”. 


For capitalists and thetr academ- 


ics like Blanchflower, the fear is of 
an untrained, disaffected and undis- 
ciplined generation of workers 
dampening the eventual recovery. 
But for socialists, the chalienge is 
to organise young workers to 
fight for their right to work and, in 
the process, to transform the 
unions into militant and democrat- 
ic organisations. 

Finally, we are only at the begin- 
ning of the massacre. The Econo- 
mist explained: 

“In the early 1980s the jobless 
rate rose from 5.5 per cent of the 
tabour force before the recession to 
11.9 per cent three years after it had 
ended... the unemployment rate, 
which has already gone up from 5.4 
per cent in spring 2008 to 7.1 per 
cent, will carry on rising and end 
alot higher, almost certainly above 
10 per cent,” adding, “unemploy- 
ment tends to rise especially steeply 


as a result of recessions linked to 
financial crises, according to recent 
research from the IMF” 

In other words, unemployment 
will rise to at least 3.13 million - 
if this is a “normal” recession, 
which is very unlikely. For exam- 
ple, while public sector job cuts 
have barely kicked tn, they will 
dwarf anything Margaret Thatch- 
er introduced. Chancellor Alistair 
Darling announced £6bn p/a cuts 
to running costs in 2010, rising 
annually to £9bn in 2014 on top of 
a £22bn cut in investment pro- 
grammes. : 

And this is contingent on a fan- 
tasy projection of 3.5 per cent 
growth in 2011, Moreover, if David 
Cameron’s Tories are elected, he 
has promised to accelerate the cuts. 

Already, local government budg- 
ets threaten 50,000 job cuts this 
year, the civil service wants to cut 
25,000 jobs in tax offices, 10,000 in 
the courts and 4,000 in the land reg- 
istry, Royal Mail! is slashing up to 
50,000 posts and the NHS, schools 
and colleges countless more. 


Leaders’ treachery 

The leaders of the official labour 
movement have betrayed the fight 
to save jobs. The Labour govern- 
ment has spent £1.4 trillion prop- 
ping up the banking system but 
claims it can do nothing to save 
workers’ livelinoods. Even where tt 
has effectively nationalised North- 
ern Rock, Royal Bank of Scotland 
and Lioyds, it has used its position 
to push through thousands of 
redundancies. 

Worse, the odious former Works 
and Pensions minister James Pur- 
nell’s welfare reforms will force sin- 
dle parents to look for work once 
their youngest is seven years old, 
push 1m disability claimants into 
low-paid jobs and force youth to 
work for their dole after six months. 

The major union leaders, mean- 
while, have singularly failed to use 
their increased weight within the 
Labour Party to push for natien- 
alisation of firms declaring redun- 
dancies. On the contrary, they have 
promoted government subsidies 
and capitalist buyouts, pramis- 
ing in advance to help push 
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London tube strike - build for 
all out action to win! 


‘London Mayor Boris Johnson promised to smash the RMT before his election. Now the first strike 





‘has been called of members across the London underground. Luke Cooper explains what is at stake 


housands of workers on the 
Teena Underground are set 

to strike in what could be a 
major battle in the fight to make 
the bosses' pay for the crisis in the 
system. 

London Mayor Boris Johnson, 
an Old Etonian and Tory Grandee 
if ever there was one, has declared 
war on the Rail Maritime and 
Transport union (RMT), which 
organises most of the London 
Underground workers. Johnson 
has wanted the scalp of the RMT 
even prior to his election, when he 
openly talked about banning 
strikes on the tube. 

Now he is attempting to push 
through 1,000 job losses on the tube 
and 3,000 on Transport for London, 
as part of £2.6bn cuts programme. 

| But that's not all; Johnson also 
| wants the RMT to accepta five-year 
deal in order to stop the union using 
: its bargaining power around the 
i time of the London Olympics. 
| And how much will workers get 
' in return for tying their hands? A 
derisory I per cent this year fol- 
Jawed by the rate of inflation (RP) 
plus half a per cent for the next 
four years! But while deflation is 
the dominant trend in the econ- 
omy, this would mean a pay cut - 
whereas the return of inflationary 


pressures would be sure to see tube 
bosses tear up the agreement. 

As Workers Power went to press, 
RMT negotiators announced the 
threat of action had been enough 
for tube bosses to offer some - albeit 
minuscule - concessions, and drop 
the demand for a five year pay deal, 
tabling either a two year deal ata 


derisory one per cent followed by 


RPI plus 0.5 per cent next year or, 
alternatively, 1.5 per cent this year. 
Bosses even had the cheek to call 
the extra 0.5 per cent a “premium” 
for accepting a four-year deal - some 
premium! 





That they are making conces- 
sions at all shows the power of the 
RMT; the last time tube workers 
went on strike in 2007 their actions 
cost business £48m a day. While 
these are the Chamber of London's 
figures and probably exaggerated, 
it is nevertheless clear that tube 
workers have tremendous power 


when striking together. 


But it's telling that Transport for 
London have refused to discuss any 
of the issues in dispute - in partic- 
ular, the massive planned job loss- 
es. There must be no compromise 
on the jobs losses - compulsory 


redundancies or voluntary, which 
leave remaining workers doing 
twice the work, These should be 
non-negotiable red lines. 

We have seen in other sectors, 
like the civil service, how disastrous 
it can be when unions accept. so- 
called “efficiency savings” (1.2. cuts) 
in return for pay rises, which rarely 
come once bosses know that the 
union can be pushed around. 

Now is not the time for com- 
promise or concession at all. Tube 
workers have shown their willing- 
ness to fight with 85 per cent of 
workers voting to strike. But more 
will be needed to force the hand of 
Boris Johnson. RMT will kick off 
the action with a 48-hour strike 
starting at 7pm on 9 June and has 
promised more strike days - ths 
is positive. They should also organ- 
ise an intermittent work-to-rule in 
order to keep up the momentum. 

But the surest and quickest way 
to win is to go all-out indefinite. 
Many workers are watching the 
RMT strike, looking to see if such 
a well-organised section can show 
the way in the fight against the jobs 
massacre ripping through the econ- 
omy. RMT workers certainly have 
the industrial muscle and strength 
of organisation - now all is needed 
is decisive, militant action. 





through job cuts. 

So long as these traitors con- 
tinue to affiliate our unions to 
Labour, we demand they at least cal! 
on Labour to do something for their 
money: 
¢ Impose a legal maximum work- 

ing week of 35 hours, without loss 

of pay, to soak up unemployment 

* Nationalise without compensa- 
tion every company making 
redundancies, and recognise 
workers’ contral of these enter- 
prises 

¢ Nationalise all the banks so their 
resources can be used to imple- 
ment a programme of public 
works - housing, healthcare, edu- 
cation, green projects, etc. 

« Abolish all the anti-union laws 
and legislate for the right to strike. 


Fight for the right to work 

On top of this, every union should 
be fighting for the right to work - 
through strikes and occupations. 
But although there have been some 
notable fightbacks this year - not 
least at Visteon - they have not been 
enough. Despite the fastest rate of 
srowth in unemptoyment for 
decades, there have been only 
34,000 days of official strike action 
in the past six months: the lowest 
number on record. 

This is down to a deep crisis of 
leadership in our movement. The 
faiture to provide a fighting lead by 
Tony Woodley, Derek Simpson and 
co. translates inte shop stewards 
lacking the confidence to call for 
timely and decisive action, which 
leads to workers accepting that 


“nothing can be done”. The more 
militant union leaders, like Mark 
Serwotka of the PCS and Bob Crow 
of the RMT, fail to mount a public 
challenge to the right-wing union 
leaders and appeal over their heads 
for united action against job cuts 
from across the union movement. 
The key to turning this around 
is to organise trade union activists 
ina rank and file movement, which 
can mobilise workers for strikes and 
occupations - with the trade union 
leaders where passible, without 
them where necessary. The Fight 
for the Right to Work conference, 
which the Socialist Workers Party 
has organised, could begin this fight 
back. Workers Power supporters 
will argue at the conference for: 
e immediate and sustained strike 


action against all job cuts and 
occupations to stop all closures 
« Don’t wait until it’s too late: If they 
sack us without notice, we strike 
without a ballot 
« Defiance of the anti-union laws 
- if the bosses use the laws against 
our unions, solidarity strikes can 
make the law unworkable, like in 
the 1970s 
* Action committees in every town 
to coordinate resistance from below 
* The TUC should call a one-day 
general strike with mass demon- 
strations in every city to protest 
against job losses and to launch 
anation-wide campaign of indus- 
trial action in defence of every job. 
For more on the Fight for the 
Right to Work conference see 
www.righttowork.org.uk 
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Global crisis brings Britain’s car 
industry to a shuddering halt 


|General Motors is bankrupt. The largest industrial failure in US history. The 5,000 workers at 


Vauxhall, GM’s UK subsidiary, may have to wait months before discovering how many will lose 
their jobs. Dave Stockton looks at the car industry crisis 


he protracted collapse of GM 
Tene its conclusion on i 
June when it finally filed for 
Chapter 1] bankruptcy protection. 
Also involved were subsidiaries 
Opel (Germany) and Vauxhall 
(Britain). The German government 
has already negotiated a loan of 
€ 1.5bn to Opel, in order to facili- 
tate its takeover by Magna Inter- 
national Inc., a Canadian auto parts 
supplier. The fate awaiting Opel’s 
| workforce is still far from clear but 
| it will almost certainly include seri- 
ous job losses, 

Vauxhall Mators, whose brand 
is the second most popular in the 
UK, has its largest factory in 
Ellesmere Port, Cheshire, and 
their headquarters and design and 
development centre in Luton, 
which also produces vans. 

The British government 
abstained from talks over the 
future of GM Europe. Business 
Secretary Peter Mandelson has 
done little other than hint that the 
Magna deal will “involve change”, 
claiming “excess capacity” at Vaux- 

: hall. There have been grumblings 
from Tony Woodley and Derek 

Simpson of Unite ~ but not even 
the threat of a fight to prevent clo- 
sure or mass layoffs. 

Under Germany's GM Europe 
brokerage Magna will take a 20 per 
cent stake, with Sberbank — Rus- 
sia’s largest state controlled bank 
— holding 35 per cent. Sberbank is 
backed by oligarch Oleg Deripas- 
ka; reputed to be Russia's richest 
man prior to the credit crunch. 
Intriguingly, Mandelson is known 
to have holidayed on Deripaska’s 
luxury yacht at Corfu in Septem- 

| ber 2008. 
! Tt is incredible that Mandelson 
| dares place any confidence in this 
oligarch over Vauxhall. It was Deri- 
paksa’s company, after all, that 
allowed Birmingham based van- 
maker LDV to collapse last Decem- 
ber, despite the offer of a£5 million 
handout from Mandelson’s depart- 
| ment. Cautioning Mandelson, an 
unnamed Whitehall source asked: 


“How can we deal with a man who 
has just gone and dumped LDV? He's 
had financial problems, so where has 
the money come from?” 

Production has been suspended 
since December 2008 at LDV’s 450- 
strong factory in Birmingham, and 
now looks doomed following the 
government's refusal of a £60 mil- 
lion loan to facilitate a management 
buyout. 

Even relatively successful com- 
panies like BMW, with their popu- 
lar Mini line, have made savage cuts 
in their workforce. Taking advan- 
tage of Mandelson’s failure to imple- 
ment last year’s EU Agency Work- 
ers Directive, which would have 
offered the same protection to 
agency workers as full-time staff 
(statutory redundancy pay and 
notice period}, on 16 February 
BMW announced the retrenchment 
of 850 agency employees at its Cow- 
ley plant in Oxford, allowing them 
only one hour’s notice and no 
redundancy pay. 

Nissan Motors UK, whose plant 


Vauxhall workers on Unite march for jobs May 2009 





in Sunderland has the highest pro- 
ductivity of any car plant in Europe, 
is to shed 1,200 jobs out of 4,300 
workers, Toyota too, has threatened 
to cut jobs in the hundreds; it has 
3,893 workers at its plant in Bur- 
naston, Derbyshire and 572 at an 
engine plant in Deeside, Flintshire. 

Honda's factory in Swindon closed 
at the end of January and restarted 
production on 1 June. Four hun- 
dred and ninety workers endured 60 
per cent pay for two months and 
found a quarter of all jobs slashed 
on their return. Having overseen a 
forced pay cut of between 3 and 5 
per cent, Unite regional officer Jim 
D’Avila made the ridiculous remark 
that, “in true solidarity, the workers 
at Honda are standing together in 
difficult times to protect hundreds 
of jobs.” 

With the notable exception of the 
fight back at ex-Ford Visteon com- 
ponents factories in Belfast, Enfield 
and Basildon, and the decision of 
workers at the ex-Ford Linamar 
factory to strike in support of 


sacked convenor Rob Williams, 
so far there has been little active 
resistance to the wave of mass 
redundancies across the car indus- 
try. While workers are naturally 
worried about the potential col- 
lapse of their company or industry. 
at the heart of this crisis of inac- 
tion lies the complete abstention 
from struggle of national union 
leaders and even local officials. 

Neither the TGWU nor Amicus 
wing of Unite has as yet engaged in 
fighting talk, although there is of 
course much ‘sympathetic’ verbiage 
with every new round of sackings. 
Nor have any hard demands been 
placed on Gordon Brown, despite 
the millions of pounds of union 
members’ money gladly accepted 
by the Labour Party. The bureau- 
crats' criticisms have, however, 
been levelled at the easy target of 
unrepentant neoliberal Lord Man- 
delson -—“We are intensely relaxed 
about people getting filthy rich” - 
for nat being active enough in the 
negotiations; TGWU leader Wood- 
ley pleaded with him to “negotiate 
for Britain and British jobs”. 

It is now abundantly clear that 
Visteon and Linamar show the way. 
Fail ta fight and you will get noth- 
ing; do not wait until the receivers 
move in, instead occupy the plant 
and transform it into.a fortress for 
resistance. Open the company files 
and computer databases like the 
Visteon workers did, revealing how 
Ford had deliberately made loss 
makers of them by farming them 
out to Visteon. We can expect to 
hear similar stories in future. 

There is no need to stop at occu- 
pation. Car workers can demand 
the complete and uncompensated 
nationalisation of the bankrupt 
companies, placing immediate con- 
trol in the hands of the workforce, 
as well as the creation of an alliance 
with fellow car workers in Europe, 
the USA and Japan. We shouldn't 
pay for their crisis -we should unite 
and fight instead for a solution 
based on social ownership and a 
democratically planned economy. 
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Post: strike while the iron’s hot 


By a CWU postal rep 


ostal workers face a two- 
Pores assault - part-pri- 
vatisation and massive office 
closures and job losses - thanks to 
the Labour Party, which the Com- 
munications Workers Union 
(CWU) supports financially to 
the tune of £1m a year. 
In the last few months, Royal 
Mail disputes have sprung up 
| across the country in response, 
centred on the CWU London Divi- 
sion’s massive vote for strikes. If 
these disputes are quickly turned 
into a national strike, we can defeat 
these attacks. 


' For a national strike 

| Royal Mail management has 
refused to talk to the CWU since 
last autumn. Instead they have 
ignored previous agreements, cut 
jobs, closed offices and under- 
mined our conditions, causing a 
massive wave of anger. 

| Meanwhile, Labour has pushed 

: the part-privatisation of Royal Mail, 
installing a new union-busting 
management and aiming to sell 
a minority stake to private 
investors — an act that will 
inevitably lead to full privatisation, 
as competitors demand an end to 

i ‘government interference”. They 


face Increasing opposition from the 
CWU, 149 Labour MPs who have 
come out against privatisation, and 
the public - a CWU poll found 75 
per cent oppose the government's 
plan. 

With Labour’s meltdown in the 
June elections, ministers have start- 
ed hinting they may compromise 
or even drop privatisation altogeth- 
er. But the promotion of mail pri- 
vatisation architect Lord Mandel- 
son in the cabinet reshuffle, we 
shouldn't bet on tt. That said we 
have never been in a better situa- 
tion to force the government into 
full retreat. 

London postal workers have 
voted to strike by a massive 91 per 
cent majority in a remarkable 
result; nota single one of the 154 
offices ballated voting against, 
Meanwhile, several offices in Scot- 
land and elsewhere took strike 
action in May. CWU head office is 
inundated with up to a hundred 
requests for industrial ballots. 

Working class anger at unem- 
ployment, cuts and political cor- 
ruption has created a favourable 
background for our action. There 
is even the possibility of linking 
up with other strikers, like the 
London tube workers. And of 
course our action could inspire 
many others. 


All postal workers are under 
attack, so we should be sure to 
strike together as a whole. A nation- 
aj strike would not only hammer 
Royal Mail's bullying bosses, but 
also make privatisation unwork- 
able. It would ratchet up the pres- 
sure on Labour and make private 
investors in line for a slice of the 
company think twice. 


A “credible alternative”? 

Yet so far the CWU leadership - Billy 
Hayes, Dave Ward and the postal 
executive - has held us back from 
fighting. They have offered negoti- 
ations, which Royal Mail has 
ignored, preferring to press ahead 
with closures and cuts. They have 
suspended strikes, such as the 
planned December mail centre 
action, supposedly for fear of alien- 
ating the public and MPs. 

In reality the public supports 
us and, as for the MPs, the expens- 
es scandal shows they are more con- 
cerned with feathering their own 
nests than with our jobs. Do we 
really need to trim our action to 
curry favour with these chiselers? 

But with some Labour ministers 
now hinting that privatisation could 
be dropped, the postal executive has 
tabled A Credible CWU Alternative. 
This ‘alternative’ would see the 
union sign up to job cuts, closures, 


‘more flexible delivery spans’ anda 
publicly-owned but profit-driven 
Royal Mail. Not much of an alter- 
native, is it? Under no condition 
should we hold back for a rotten 
compromise that would still see 
massive job losses and worsening 
conditions. 

Instead, at this month’s CWU 
conference postal workers should 
demand a national strike against 
cuts, closures and privatisation, 
one that swiftly escalates to all- 
out action if the bosses and 
Labour do not back down. Past 
experience shows, however, that 
victory will depend on a network 
of activists, reps and branches that 
understand the need for a deci- 
sive showdown. 

This would represent a real alter- 
native — an alternative leadership 
- that could direct the strike if-the 
CWU officials surrender or unoffi- 
cial action becomes necessary. If 
Royal Mail or the government got 
the courts to ban our strikes, as they 
did in 2007, we could demand-— and 
in the current climate receive — sol- 
idarity strike action. 

Workers everywhere are being 
asked to pay the price of the capi- 
talist crisis. The battle against pri- 
vatisation and cuts in Royal Mail 
could tight the fuse to a mass move- 
ment of resistance. 





Unite: Linamar on strike - 20,000 
construction workers to follow 


By Jeremy Dewar 


struggle, workers at Linamar car 
components firm have voted for 
all-out indefinite strike in support 
of their victimised convenor, Rob 
Williams, while their union Unite 
has launched a ballot of 20,000 con- 
struction workers in defence of 
! national terms and conditions, 
These strikes, along with those 
on the tube and in the post, could 
transform the industrial ~ and polit- 
ical — situation in Britain. 
Linamar sacked Rob on 6 May 
because he was organising solidar- 
ity for the Visteon occupations in 
| Belfast and Enfield. He had broken 
‘no laws, no company rules; it was 


| | na significant stepping up of the 


blatant victimisation. Rob's fellow 
workmates recognised this was over 
who could choose their represen- 
tative: management or themselves. 
Despite Linamnar threatening to sack 
any worker who went on strike, they 
voted by 139 to 19 on an 88 per cent 
turnout for all-out indefinite action. 

On the same day this result was 
announced, 5 June, a national meet- 
ing of Unite engineering construc- 
tion stewards agreed in Manches- 
ter to ballot 20,000 members for 
national strike action, 

Talks to update and renew the 
National Agreement for the Engi- 
neering Construction Industry 
(NAECI - the “blue book”) have bro- 
ken down. Unite’s national officer, 
Tom Hardacre, said: 


“Construction employers have 
rejected reasonable and just 
demands which would have deltv- 
ered jong term stability and fairness 
in. an industry that has been plagued 
by instability and numerous injus- 
tices. We now have no other choice 
but to bailot our members for offi- 
cial industrial action. A ‘yes’ vote will 
disrupt many of the UK’s major con- 
struction projects and petrochemi- 
cal sites.” 

Recent unofficial strikes at power 
construction sites have focused 
around demands that jobs be offered 
first to British workers before oth- 
ers are taken on. But Unite’s goals 
in this dispute are different: “an 
equalisation of benefits for non- 
UK and UK workers, a comprehen- 


sive auditing procedure to ensure 
employers keep to the national 
agreement [and] for all workers on 
construction projects to have the 
correct competencies for doing 
the job.” 

Unite activists should build for 
the biggest possible yes vote for 
strike action. This is also a chance 
to now go out and recruit as many 
construction members as possible 
- especially among foreign waork- 
ers so they can join the action. At 
the same time, they should keep up 
their best traditions and get ready 
to extend the strikes - unofficially if 
necessary. And if Linamar tries to 
sack strikers, or if the antiunion lass 
are used - the whole of Unite should 
walk out in protest. 











By Joy Macready 


wine flu swept across the 
Sit in less than one 

month, with confirmed cases 
cropping up in 65 countries with- 
in just 30 days. The World Health 
Organisation (WHO) has can- 
firmed 15,510 cases and 99 deaths, 
77 of these in Mexico, 

The world reacted with panic 
to the latest flu epidemic, human- 
to-human transmission cases have 
been recorded in multiple regions. 
Surgical masks flew off the shelves, 
while governments launched mas- 
sive public health campaigns, such 
as the UK's “Catch it. Bin it. Kill 
it.” campaign. 

“Ground zero” for swine flu has 
been traced back to La Gloria, a 
small town of around 3000 people 
in the eastern state of Veracruz, 
Mexico, Twelve miles out of town is 
a vast intensive pig “facility” oper- 
ated by Granjas Carroll, a subsidiary 
of the world's biggest pork produc- 
er, Smithfield. Both Smithfield and 
the Mexican government rapidly 
denied any causal links. Yet 60 per 
cent of the town's population was 
itl in March with flu-like symptoms 
and one of the world's first con- 
firmed cases was from this town. 

We live in a globalised economy 
- the current synchronised eco- 
nomic crisis is proof of that. In this 
age of global trade and travel, the 
swine flu outbreak has proven itself 


a global illness. Within 24 hours of 
each other, two young bos were 
diagnosed with swine flu - a third- 
grader from Ohio and a five-year 
old from La Gloria - living 1700 
miles apart. The movement of 
goods and labour across the globe, 
the drive to urbanisation and the 
increasingly concentrated methods 
of food production have al! played 
a part in the disease’s spread. 
Factory farming, which has 
grown enormously over the last few 
decades is a direct result of capital- 
ism's drive to competition, where 
the smali farms get driven out of 
business because they cannot com- 
pete in price with the big multi- 
nationals, In 1965 there were more 
than a million farms raising 53 mil- 
lion hogs. There are only 65,000 


Working class people in Mexico suffered worst in the outbreak 


Swine flu risk aggravated — 
porate profiteering 


facilities that rear an enormous 
65 million hogs today. 

Factory farmed pigs, whose 
immune systems are suppressed by 
the stress of crowding and fast feed- 
ing, are perfect disease incubators 
for airborne flu. They are feda 
steady diet of drugs to keep them 
alive in these unsanitary, stressful! 
conditions, which increases the 
chance that drug-resistant super- 
bugs will develop. 

It is not surprising that most of 
the deaths happened Mexico and 
the US, both countries with poor 
healthcare provision, especially for 
the less well off. Many deaths could 
have been avoided if proper med- 
ical attention was given at the onset 
of the virus but, due to their pover- 
ty, many people cannot afford to 


ABE at 





visit clinics or hospitals, causing 
the disease to spread further. 

By subordinating food produc: 
tion and medicine to the market, 
capitalism puts millions in danger. 


Medicine and private profit 

Multinational pharmaceutical cam- 
panies are making a killing from the 
sale of anti flu tablets like Tamiflu. 

Supplies to some countries are at 
risk because rich people are buy- 
ing up the tablets an the private mar- 
ket. There is a danger that new resist* 
ant strains of flu could emerge 
because people are taking the tablets 
even when they don’t have the ill- 
ness. 

Research into new cures is ham- 
pered because the rival compames 
do not share information and dis- 
coveries with their competitors. 

People must be put firmly before 
profit. All drug companies should be 
nationalised and business secrecy 
should be abolished. The private 
market in vital drugs should be sup- 
pressed and masses of the necessary 
medicines should be made available 
to health services to be distributed 
immediately in case of need. 

Poor countries should be gifted 
all necessary quantities of the 
medicines. 

Companies should be forced to 
make their research public so that 
new discoveries can be made with 
the maximum speed in a true glob- 
al collaboration. 








By a Lambeth Unison steward 


he Labour controlled 
(Tse in Lambeth, south 
London has raised rents by 
25 per cent this year. It is also auc- 
tioning off empty properties, even 
though most need just minima! 
repairs. Added to this, the coun- 
cil is trying to hive off the Ash- 
mole estate, which has only 
recently voted against privatisa- 
tion. 
The housing department itself 
was turned into an Arms Length 





Management Organisation 
{Almo). Now the Almo, called 
Lambeth Living, has announced 
a 20 per cent cut in the workforce 
- with up to one in three going 
in some departments. On top of 
this, it has also put out to tender 
the emergency repairs unit, the 
concierge service and the north 
Lambeth cleaners. 

The First Call repair service is 
much-loved - in complete contrast 
to private contractors Morrison and 
Connaught, which milk the system 
by coming out without the right 


equipment or parts, then return- 
ing to do a rush job and finally fix- 
ing the problem properly; each time 
logging a different job, so getting 
paid three times! 

Last month Lambeth Activists, a 
left caucus on Unison members, 
organised a public meeting with 
Defend Council Housing and the 
Tenants Council. Over 60 angry 
workers and residents attended and 
organised a successful march 
through brixton on the slogans of 
“No selling our homes”, “No job 
cuts” and “No privatisation”. Now 


Lambeth housing in crisis 


we have turned our attention ta 
winning the ballot against stock 
transfer on the Ashmole. 

The council will try to drive a 
wedge between workers and ten- 
ants, So it is vital we set up a joint 
action committee to support the 
unions when strike action becomes 
necessary, and to support a rent 
strike, when the tenants decide 
on that course of action. 

Workers Power members will be 
leafleting the the Ashmole estate to 
campaign for ano vote, if you want 
to help out then call us. 
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Obama’s speech in Cairo 


Did Obama’s speech in Cairo signal an end to America’s imperialist policy in the Middle East? 
Marcus Halaby reads between the lines 


nited States President Obama’s recent 

speech in Cairo has been hailed as a hand 

of friendship stretched out to the Mus- 
lim world, seeking a “new beginning” based on 
mutual] interests and respect. But, stripping 
away the words and looking at the policies, it 
‘is clear that this is not a new beginning, but 
in fact a return to the pre-Bush policies of US 
imperialism, In short, maintaining the status 
quo of US domination of the region and 
attempting to co-opt more ‘friendly Arabs’ into 
the orbit of US influence. 

Peppered with flattering references to the 
Qur'an, to Islam as a religion of peace, to the 
contributions of American Muslims, and the 
debt owed by civilisation to Islam, it begins by 
calling for a rejection of crude stereotypes of 
Muslims, anc with them the “stereotype” of 
the US as a “self-interested empire”. Obama 
is positioning the US as a country with high- 
minded idealism, spreading universal values 
~ before placing the onus on Muslim coun- 
tries and communities not to tolerate “violent 
extremists”. 

Calling the war in Afghanistan a war of neces- 
sity (as opposed to the “war of choice” fought 
| in lraq). he presents terrorism, 9/11 and the 

threat posed by al-Qaeda as justifications for 

that country’s continued occupation — but goes 

on to claim that Iragis are better for the over- 

throw of Saddam, repeating his pledge to with- 

draw from fraq, and promising to make more 
‘use of diplomacy in future conflicts. 

Identifying the Israeli-Palestinian conflict as 
a source of tension between the US and Mus- 
lims worldwide, he cites the Holocaust and 
makes it clear that US ties with Israel are 
“unbreakable”. While his reference to the Pajes- 
tinians suffering for “sixty years” in pursuit of 
~ahomeland (implicitly acknowledging the eth- 
nic cleansing of 1948 as the beginning of the 
conilict) 1s new, as is his description of their sit- 
uation as an “occupation”, it remains to be seen 
what actions will result from this. Calls for the 
Palestinians to have a “state of their own’ along- 
side Israel have been part of US diplomacy’s 
: stock-in-trade for at least a decade. 

Nor is his apparently “open” attitude towards 
Hamas a new thing, tied as itis to the old pre- 
conditions that Hamas should “abandon vio- 
lence”, respect previous rotten deals with Israel 

‘ siSned by the Palestinian Authority, and accept 

: [srael’s “ight to exist”. Lecturi:ng the Palestini- 
ans on non-violence, he claims that violence 
did not win “full and equa! rights” for black peo- 
nte tn the US — without mentioning that it took 

‘a civii war to abolish slavery and grant them 
the formal} right to vote. 

i More importantty, what does he mean by say- 

| ing that he dues not accept the legitimacy of 

| 


continued Israeli settlements”? Will he stop 
‘unding them with US taxpayers’ money? Does 





An muslin family watches a live broadcast 


he want them dismantled, or just see their expan- 
sion frozen? Faced with a new Israeli govern- 
ment that has effectively abandoned a negotiat- 
ed settlement for “two states”, there are two 
options open to him. Will he threaten te with- 
hold aid and toan guarantees, as Bush Senior 
did to Yitzhak Shamir’s government in the early 
1990s, or will he took the other way, as Clinton 
did the last time Netanyahu was Israeli prime 
minister? 

Itis with regard to Iran that his much-vaunt- 
ed promise of “change” comes through, call- 
ing for talks without preconditions and accept- 
ing lran’s right to a “peaceful” nuclear energy 
programme. He even acknowledged, for the first 
time ever, the US's role in overthrowing the dem- 
ocratically elected Mosaddeq government in the 
1950s. But his calls to prevent a “nuclear arms 
race” in the region ring hollow when he does 
not even mention Israel’s nuclear weapons, and 
its defiance of any international inspections. 

Obama’s words on democracy, an the other 
hand, will probably bring a sigh of relief to dic- 
tatorial US allies like Egypt’s Mubarak and Saudi 
Arabia's absolute monarchy, Observing that “no 
system of Sovernment can or should be imposed 
upon one nation by any other”, he savs only that 
governments that protect demacratic rights are 
“ultimately more stable” — and commits him- 
self to governments that “reflect the will of the 
peopie” — precisely the claim that every rotten 
Arab dictatorship makes for itself, More sinister 
is his statement that “elections alone do not 
make true democracy”. Intended as a dig at his 


m SESE weno 2 SERIE: 
of Obama's speech in Cairo 


ally Egypt could this be used to isolate and attack 
Lebanon if Hezbollah and its allies win this 
month’s elections, just as the Palestinians were 
when they elected Hamas? 

His statements on promoting religious free- 
dom are really a rebuke of France and other 
European countries, emphasising his own coun- 
try’s lack of interest in restricting the right of 
Muslim women to wear the hijab, while his men- 
tion of the Arab world’s Christian minorities 
(specifically the Lebanese Maronites and the 
Egyptian Copts} is of a piece with the West's tra- 
ditional use of these minorities’ interests as an 
occasional prelext for intervention. Similariy 
his talk of promoting women’s education and 
economic development ts really a sign that the 
US will continue to use NGOs as a means ot fos- 
tering a friendly local elite, 

In summary, then, Obarna’s speech does sig- 
nal change — but only because his predecessor's 
style was itself a drarnatic break from the past. 
It marks a return to the methods of Clinton and 
Bush Senior in enlisting the collaboration of 
Arab and Muslim regimes — albeit in a changed 
world where US troops accupy Iraq and will occu- 
py Afghanistan for some time te come. It might 
give the corrupt regimes some comfort that they 
will be consulted for their support in furure 
US adventures - but will not put an end to the 
imperialist domination that keeps provoking 
resistance. For all his fine words, no-one should 
he fooled that the US will not continue to sup- 
port Israe!, the Arab dictatorships and the crush- 
ing of popular movements. 
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Eelam drowned in blood - 





Tamil people need solidarity 


‘The 25 year struggle of the Tamil Tigers has ended in a bloodbath — but the need for 


| international solidarity is still urgent, writes Simon Hardy 


he Tamil people have been 
Tress driven from their 
homes and herded into con- 
centration camps. With the Sri 
Lankan government crowing in vic- 
tory, and the hypocritical Western 
governments who backed them all 
the way now trying to distance 
: themselves, there is an urgent need 
for all those who believe in demo- 
| cratic rights and socialism around 
the world to rally to the defence of 
| the Tamil people and to mount a 
| Mass campaign to isolate the mur- 
derous Sri Lankan regime. 
The Times has reported that 
! sources working with UN aid agen- 
i cies claim around 20,000 civilians 
have been killed in the last few 
months, while the Sri Lankan army 
; places the death toll ata much more 
‘modest 5,000. Whatever the fig- 
ure, It is clear Lhat the Sri Lankan 
i army closed in on the Tamil home- 
i iand, Tamil Eelam, encircled it ina 
ying of tanks, artillery and bombers, 
and pounded the densely-populat- 
ed areas until every last fighter of 
the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam 
(LTTE} was slaughtered —along with 
huge numbers of civilians, includ- 
ing thousands of defenceless chil- 
| dren. They then paraded the dead 
‘ body of LTTE leader Prabhakaran on 
_television, who had come to repre- 
; sent everything Lhe Sri Lankan state 
i hated about the Tamil independence 
| struggle, 
| The civilians who survived the 
| bombardment are now being held 
| in concentralion camps, with 
| Jround 300,000 packed inte five 
i major camps in Vavuniya district. 
' The army keeps watch over these 
i refugees, who are kept behind 
. barbed wire and living in miser- 
| able conditions in tents, while keep- 
‘ing aid workers out. It was not until 
‘ United Nations (UN) Secretary-Gen- 
eral Ban Ki-moon visited that tne 
army lifted some restrictions and 
allowed more aid in. 
~ Every Tat family has lost some- 
“one, had a relative killed, displace 
- or terrorised by the army. The cause 
‘ot Tamil national rights has been 
suppressed in the most brutal way 
imadinable. 








This victory wil] not bring lasting 
justice or peace. A police state will be 
maintained over the Tamils, all of 
whom are now suspected either of 
being LITE members or of support- 
ing the Tigers. 

This is what the defeat of a nation- 
al jiberation movement looks like. 
For all the crowing by reactionary 
governments across the warld about 
the “end of Tiger Terrorism’, the real 
victims now will be the Tamil people, 
deprived of their rights and system- 
atically oppressed under Sinhala 
chauvinist rule. 

The violence of the bombardment 
brought out hundreds of thousands 
of Tamils around the world, includ- 
ing in London, where demonstrations 
reached over 200,000 people, most- 
ly from the Tamil diaspora. These 
protests were directed at govern- 
ments, demanding that they take 
action to stop the genocide. 

The Tamils gathering in London 
did so in the full knowledge of the role 
that British imperialism has played 
in the tragedy of Sri Lanka. After 
granting some Tamils marginal priv- 
ileges as their civil servants and assis- 
tants in Sri Lanka under British colo- 
nial rule, post-independence in 
1948 the Sinhala majority turned 
on them, starting the cycle of oppres- 
sion which continue to this day. 


Britain’s hypocrisy 

As a result of the huge and mili- 
tant demonstrations in London 
for the last two months, the British 
government was forced to put on an 
act of heading international calls for 


Be 
Protest in solidarity with the Tamil people, London 2009 


a ceasefire. Et sent foreign secretary 
David Miliband to Colombo - he 
achieved nothing. The fact that Sin- 
halese chauvinists burned an effigy 
of Miliband should not fool any- 
one that the British government had 
sided with the Tamils’ right to self- 
determination. They have not. Their 
only concern was to get the Tami 
resistance to surrender as quickly 
as possible. 

Up to the final offensive Britain 
staunchly supported Sri Lankan pres- 
ident Mahinda Rajapakse’s war of 
reconquest as part of the “war on ter- 
ror’, It has maintained the EU and 
the US line that the Liberation Tigers 
of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) is a terrorist 
organisation, denying the legitima- 
cy of the Tami] struggle for self-deter- 
mination. 

In 2006 Tony Blair and in 2008 
Gordon Brown invited Rajapakse to 
London for cordial talks. This was 
after he had already broken off the 
previous period of truce with the 
LTTE and was plainly set on recon- 
quering the districts in the north that 
had been under de facto LTTE rule 
for nearly 20 years. 

Between 2006 and 2008, Britain 
sold £12 million worth of British arms 
including components for military 
zircraft and machine guns were 
sold to Sri Lanka. When Rajapakse 
drove hundreds cf thousands of 
refugees from their hornes and into 
concentration cemps they uttered no 
word of protest. British imperialism 
is at the the root cause of the conflict, 
and it is right that it should be held 
to account, 





So what can Tamils in Britain do 
now, since their hopes in the British 
and US governments proved 
unfounded? The answer must be to 
turn to the working class and anti- 
war movements, to the youth who 
have supported the Palestinian cause. 

Together we can launch a cam- 
paign to demand that the whole cyn- 
ical charade that the Tamil struggle 
is part of the ‘war on terror’ be 
dropped, that the LTTE be declassi- 
fied as a terrorist organisation, that 
all military aid to the Sri Lankan mil- 
itary be stopped, that the media 
should fully expose the genocidal 
massacres in the Tamil regions, 
that around the world progressive 
people should positively support 
the fight of Tamils for self-determi- 
nation, up to and including having 
their own separate state if that 1s whal 
they want. 

Despite their heroism in leading 
the struggle for national hberatzon, 
and their bravery in the face of death, 
there are political criticisrns that 
must be raised of the Tigers’ overall 
strategy of guerrilla warfare. This 
strategy, focused on an armed force 
operating mainly in the countryside, 
and entirely without socialist 
demands appealing to the mass of the 
workers and poor, was not sufficient 
to win mass support from the one sec- 
tion of Sri Lankan society that could 
have guaranteed Tamil freedom: 
the organised working class. A pro- 
gramme of struggle that united the 
Tamils’ democratic demands with a 
fight against super-exploitation in the 
factories, plantations and agricultur- 
al estates could have won workers and 
peasants — Tamil and Sinhala togeth- 
er — to take action alongside the Tamii 
resistance, in a fight against their 
common enemy, the Sit Lankan cap- 
italist class and tts state. 

The defeat of the Tamil national 
movement is bitter, but the strug- 
gle goes on. Our sister organisa- 
tion, the Socialist Party of Sri Lanka, 
is fighting to build a new party of 
Tamil and Sinhaia workers. with 
the aim of building mass res:stance 
to Rajapaksa’s murderous govern- 
mentand anew revolutionary mave- 
ment against expioitation and war. 


ww. fitthinternational.org Workers Power 336 — June 2009 * 13 
SOUTH-ASIA 












: By Workers Power Pakistan 


n the last few weeks, sections of 
the media, government, various 
NGOs and some on the Left 
have succeeded in creating a cli- 
mate of terror in Pakistan’s mid- 


4 dle class. Many are gripped with 


i 


fear about the Taliban’s immi- 
nent takeover. The media has 
played a big part in spreading fear 
to balster support for the govern- 
ment’s assault. But if there is a real 
danger of Talibanisation in this 
country, it 1s caused by the sense- 
‘ess and dangerous pursuit of the 
var on terror by the government. 

The peace deal in Swat is fin- 
‘shed. Since 26 April military oper- 
ations have started on the orders 
9 the Obama administration. The 
°akistan army is using warplanes 
snd heavy artillery against civilian 
teas in the name of fighting the 
Taliban, This military operation 
ras already killed hundreds of peo- 
le and UN and Unicef estimates 
rut the number of displaced at 
setween 2.4 and 3 million. Carpet 
sombing of villages and “tribal 
areas’ continues daily. 

This conflict in Pakistan is 
art of the wider imperialist war 
on terror, and the Pakistani army 
-re the agents of US imperialism. 
‘he ink was barely dry on the 
seace deal struck between the gov- 
-rnment and the rebels when the 
~S leaned on the PPP government 
‘0 carry on the fighting. The US 
zdministration, whether it is under 
3ush or Obama is pursuing the 
same agenda, and it has led to all 
sut civil war in Pakistan. 

As a result of the government’s 
sar, ethnic tensions are running 
ugh, The Pashtun people are suf- 
“ering discrimination and attacks 

1 other provinces, such as Sindh, 
secause of the war against them 
7 Swat. 

The military is targeting people 
vho are trying to move to the safe 
teas, One person described how 
the village of Kalpani had seen 
~uge exchanges of firing and 


: shelling between the military and 


the Islamists. The situatian is so 


oad that dogs are eating the 


corpses telt lying in the fields. 
Nobody cures to go outside their 
sume te collect them for fear of 


SSeS se 


Pakistan: a country 
heading towards disaster 





Some of the 3 million refugees from the Swat Valley queue for food 


being shot. A Taliban militant fired 
one single shot on a military vehi- 
cle, but in return the military gun- 
ship helicopters devastated large 
parts of the village. 

The artillery bombardment is 
leading to huge numbers of civilian 
deaths, homelessness and displace- 
ment which only strengthen the Tal- 
iban and other militant Islamist 
forces. In addition to providing a 
huge pool of recruitment for Tal- 
iban fighters, the government has 
unleashed a massive humanitarian 
crisis and it is the Islamists who are 
feeding the refugees from it. 

Journalists are not allowed to 
enter the area. The loca} journal- 
ists are not in a position to speak 
the truth either. Information is only 
partial and people rely on refugees 
to tell us what is really happening. 
Pakistan feels like it is decaying 
all around. 

In this situation liberals anda sec- 
tion of the Left are looking to the 
Pakistani state and the military ta 
defend us from “Talibanisation”. 
This is the same military which urttil 


recently held the country in the grip 
of a dictatorship. These people have 
no interest in democracy — they 
fight the Taliban because the US 
commands them to, The military is 
no friend of liberal democracy or 
workers and women’s rights. If the 
government was really serious about 
preventing the spread of the Taliban 
then why did President Asif Ali 
Zardari ratify the decision of the par- 
liament to introduce Sharia law into 
Swat in exchange for the Taliban lay- 
ing down their weapons? 

The calls to defend democracy 
ring hollow. Democracy in Pakistan 
is a fraud. Since partition we have 
always hung in the balance between 
dictatorship and civilian rule. The 
grawth of militant Islam is because 
of the desperation of ordinary 
people to take control of their 
own lives from the corrupt politi- 
crans and the army. Of course 
they are mistaken, an Islamic state 
in Pakistan along the lines of the 
Taitban’s Afghanistan or lran todav 
would be a disaster. Bui despera- 
tion breeds desperate thoughts. 





Workers Power Pakistan not only 
opposes the military operation, 
we also argue that this is not in real- 
ity a war for democracy against the 
Taliban. This is a war by imperial- 
ism and its agents to dominate 
the area and smash any political 
forces that do not fit their “Wash- 
ington consensus”. Of course we 
condemn the acts of terrorism by 
the Taliban, the attacks on women’s 
rights, minorities and other sec- 
tions of society. We argue that.the 
Taliban are not consistent anti- 
imperialist fighters, and that in fact 
they represent a reactionary pro- 
gramme of social oppression. Only 
the working class can be truly 
anti imperialist in its politics and 
methods of struggle, since the 
working class in power would 
remove the market mechanisms 
from Pakistan which bind it to the 
imperialist world order. 

We have to mobilise working 
class people and the poor against 
imperialism. In doing so we put for- 
ward our socialist viewpoint clear- 
ly and we politically fight the Tal- 
iban’s vision and goals. A socialist 
revolution against capitalism and 
landlordism in Pakistan would 
emancipate ordinary people from 
their daily oppression and under- 
mine the conditions which allow 
for the Taliban’s growth. We are in 
favour of an eruption of class strug- 
gle in the poorer tribal areas to 
divide the villages along class lines, 
to win the peasants and the poor to 
the side of a progressive outcame 
of the present crisis. 

Socialists can not be neutral in 
the fight against the people of the 
Swat region. We demand the end 
of the military operation and the 
withdrawal] of the army from the 
area. The Left in Pakistan needs 
to stop siding with the military and 
directing all of its criticism on the 
Taliban, because it means that they 
cannot develop a programme of 
struggle against the most serious 
enemy — the capitalists, the 
landowners, the military. Pak- 
istan 1s faced with a choice of social- 
ism or barbarism. The Pakistani 
workers and youth need to begin 
a fight for a revolutionary over- 
throw of the current government 
and sacia. order to stop che unrold- 
ing catastrophe, 
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INDIAN ELECTIONS 





ommunist Party in India pun- 
ished for capitalist policies 


The Communist Party of India (Marxist) lost many seats in the recent elections. Mark Booth 
looks at what lies behind this and shows how India’s workers and peasants need a new leadership 


fter recent elections in ‘the 
As biggest democracy’, 
Western leaders and media 
welcomed the return to power of 
the ruling establishment's Congress 
i party. The right-wing Hindu chau- 
' vinists of the Bharatiya Janata Party 
| {BJP) suffered its worst result since 
; 1991, But India’s Communist par- 
' ties also lost many seats. 

The main reason for Western 
approval of the Indian election result 
is that they believe that Congress, 
under Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh, will continue with the 
process of “reform” - privatisation 
and opening up India to world 
finance capital. There they are nght. 

At the same they think Singh can 
keep the peace between the vast 
country's caste, national and reli- 
gious communities better than the 
Hindu communalist BJP-led coali- 
tion, which has always inflamed ten- 
sions with the country’s huge Mus- 
jim minority. 

In addition Congress has suggest- 
eda series of limited reforms to meet 
the seething discontent in India’s 
countryside, where Maoist guerril- 
las have spread a rural insurgency to 
wide areas over the past decade. For 
the US, its new ally India is vital as 
acountenveight to its potential rival 
China. The new government was 
seen as the best option af a time when 
the world economic crisis is affect- 
“ing India more severely than the cap- 
" italists had previously expected. 
| While the elections have 
| strengthened Congress in the 

directly elected house of the Indi- 
an parliament (the Lok Sabha), they 
have weakened the Left Front of 
Stalinist parties, made up of the 
Communist Party of India— (Marx- 
ist), the Communist Party of India 
(CPI) and several smaller left par- 
ties. They have seen their number 
of partiamentary deputies slashed 
to an all time low of 24 (CP{-M with 
16, CP] with 4}. Se have the Indi- 
fan masses abanconed both the 
eft and the hardhre Hindu right 
J and opted tor the centre ground? 

In fact the picture Is more com- 
cles than this. At the same time as 
j cae communist parties lost seals im 
| kev areas, overall the CPI-M’s snare 











Mohammed Selim from 
he failed to win a seat 


of the vote ret] only marginally 
from 5,66 percent in 2004 to 5.33 
percent, while the CP] tncreased its 
overall share of he vote shghtly from 
1.41 to 1.43 per cent. So why the 
resounding losses of seats? 

The answer is simple. The CP]-M 
and its allies are being punished by 
the workers and peasants in the states 
of West Bengal and Kerala where they 
held power, because they implement- 
ed viciaus anti-working class poli- 
cies. But outside those areas, where 
they are in opposition, workers and 
peasants have rallied to the Commu- 
nist parties under the impact of the 
crisis, hoping that these mass par- 
ties will give a lead to their resistance. 


The Left Front 
In 2004 the capitalist Congress-Unit- 
ed Progressive Alliance coalition list 
swept the BJP from power. The CPI- 
M led Left Front, as part of the UPA 
government, provided left camou- 
flage for Congress with its Common 
Minimum Programme, a list of basic 
social-democratic reforms meant to 
ameliorate the intense suffering of 
the Indian peoples. Meanwhile Con- 
gress continued with the same pol- 
icy of neo-liberal reforms and accom- 
modation to US imperialism ane the 
world market as its BJP predecessor. 
While at national tevel the Left 
Front criticised the worst of these 
neo-liberal policies. where they held 
power in the state of West Bengal 


the CPI(M 





campaigning in West Bengal - 


and in Kerala they vigorously imple- 
mented them, claiming that thev 
were the only means for “develap- 
ment". The CPI-M promoted West 
Bengal as a site for the development 
of Chinese style Special Economic 
Zanes where Western capital could 
invest and return lucrative profits 
from cheap unprotected labour . 
Land was forcibly purchased for 
the private developers; peasants were 
brutally driven from the land, 

This policy came to a head in West 
Bengal in 2007 when, in the town of 
Nandigram, thousands of peasants 
rose up against the sell-off of their 
land by the CPI-M led government 
to build a car factory for Tata, India’s 
largest car manufacturing corpo- 
ration. They drove the CPI-M and 
its representatives out of the town. 
In response the CPI-M sent in the 
police and army, aided by CP]-M 
party thugs, to smash the peasants 
resistance. Scores were killed and 
hundreds wounded. Dragging the 
name of Marxism through the mud, 
in the aftermath CPI-M ‘cadres’ went 
wild. savagely beating villagers and 
raping women. 

In 2008 once again this happened 
in the town of Singur, when peas- 
ants protesting at the sell-off of their 
lands were viciously aztacked by the 
police and army, resulting in dozens 
mare dead and injured. 

It is therefore no surprise that the 
vote for the Left Froni in West 


Bengal fell from 50.72 percent in 
2004 to 43.3 percent in 2009. In Ker- 
ala the vote fell from 39.41 percent 
in 2004 to 37.92 percent in 2009. 
Nevertheless their vote rose substan- 
tially in several other states, offset- 
ting the major fall in their votes in 
the key states where the Left Front 
had held power. 

The election was not a rejection of 
left or anticapitalist policies. indeed 
the vote showed large sections of the 
population still opposed to the neo- 
hberal pro-privatisation policies pur- 
sued by the Indian ruling-ciass and 
a rejection of the poisonous dead end 
of Hindu chauvinism represented by 
the BJP. The Left Front suffered wher- 
ever it identified itself with neoliber- 
al policies, i.e. in the states where it 
governed. In states where the left par- 
ties were in opposition their vote rose, 
reflecting the growing radical:sation 
of sections of the masses as they are 
further impoverished by the econom- 
ic crisis. 

The biggest problem that work- 
ers and the rural poor faced at the 
ballot box was the lack of a consis- 
tent working-class political alterna- 
tive. This vote was not a defeat for 
the Left but for the Stalinist 
reformist policy of taking office as 
junior partners with the main party 
of the Indian capitalists and then 
carrying out neoliberal “reforms”. 
What the Indian masses need Is a 
revolutionary workers’ party; one 
which stands in elections to win 
workers to a programme of action 
and intransigently opposes all the 
capitalist parties. 

But above all it must be a party 
of the class struggle, fighting along+ 
side workers against Indian and 
foreign capitalists, fighting alongside 
peasants defending their land from 
SEZs or the landlords, fighting along- 
side women, indigenous peoples and 
Dalits for democractic rights. Its 
action programme must link all these 
struggles to the revolutionary over- 
throw of the capitalist state and the 
creation of one where power {les 0 
the hands of workers’ and peasants 
councils, In short India needs a parly 
not based on the ideas and practice 
of Stalin or Mas but on those of Lenin 
and Trotsky, 
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North Korea 


By John Boyman, Workers Power USA 


ensions throughout Asia — particularly on 
| Ts Korean Peninsula — have dramati- 
cally escalated. The eves of the world now 
turn hesitantly away from developments in Cen- 
tral Asia and the Middle East towards the rap- 
idly deteriorating situation between US impe- 
rialism and North Korea. The potential for the 
| renewal of fighting and, with it, the makings 
of a new arms race between North and South 
Korea, China, and Japan, could send this his- 
torically volatile region of the world to a break- 
ing point. 

The current flaring of hostilities began in 
April 2009 when the United States and Japan 
pushed for sanctions against the North Kore- 
an regime following what they dubbed, “a cover 
ior a long-range missile test.” Speaking in 
Prague during his European visit, Obama 
G@enounced North Korea for renewing its 
weapons program, even saying North Korea's 
“violations must be punished.” 

Russia and China, North Korea's main 
trading partners, urged the UN to show 
restraint. On 13 April the UN Security Council 
condemned the rocket launch and pushed for 
the expansion of already existing sanctions 
on this deeply impoverished country. 

In. response the North Korean Foreign 
Ministry issued a statement condemning the 
vote of the-UN Securtty Council to expand sanc- 
tions and vowed to never again return to the 
“six-party talks.” They told International Atom- 
ic Energy Agency inspectors to leave the coun- 
try and threatened another nuclear detonation 
if the UN did not. No apology came and, as a 
result, this past week North Korea made good 
on its promise to detonate a nuclear device in 
defiance of the UN Security Council. 

Condemnation echoed from all corners of the 
world — even from historical allies like China and 
Russia. The South Korean government prompt- 
iv joined the US-sponsored “Proliferation Secu- 
rity Initiative” (PS]} which allows for sea-far- 
ing vessels to be searched under the pretext that 
they can potentially harbour nuclear warheads. 
This was, according to the North Korean regime, 
tantamount to a declaration of war. 

By the end of May, North Korean officials for- 

' mally declared that they were no longer bound 
‘ by the agreements laid out in the 1953 armistice 
that “ended” the war on the Korean Peninsu- 
ila. Officials overtly stated that if South Kore- 
jan or American forces stopped and searched 
any North Korean vessel, then North Korea 
would defend itself. A spokesman for the North 
Korean Army said “Any hostile act against 
: our peaceful vessels, including search and 
| seizure, will be considered an unpardonable 
infringement on our sovereignty." 
The imperialist armies of the United States 








and its ally in the region — Japan —are formally 
gearing up for a possible confrontation with 
North Korea. It was reported that at the end of 
May, 12 F-22 fighter jets landed at a US Army 
base on the island of Okinawa. 

But these are the kind of actions that drive 
North Korea to expand their stockpiles of nuclear 
warheads. The ruling Stalinist clique knows full 
well that the only thing keeping the imperial- 
ists at bay is their potential threat that the US 
will be faced with a formidable nuclear arse- 
nal. That is why they are developing these 
weapons: it is for their own self-preservation. 

The US imperialists, on the other hand, would 
enjoy nothing more than to rid the world of the 
North Korean regime, and finally reopen that 
country up to capital investment - all in the name 
of more profits. That is why North Korea was 
labelled part of the Axis of Evil by the previous 
US administration. Therefore, they are playing 
up the “dangers” of a nuclear North Korea to 
justify both their military aid to Japan, and keep- 
ing 28,000 troops in South Korean and other 
US Military bases throughout the Pacific Rim. 
The breaking up of the post-capitalist, albeit 
bureaucratically planned, property relations in 
North Korea is what the United States desires 
above anything else. 

The calls from the UN Security Council for 
North Korea to abandon its nuclear program are 
entirely hypocritical, After all, all these coun- 
tries, particularly the United States, are allowed 
ta have stockpiles of nuclear weapons, But 
who granted them that right? Clearly ‘might’ 
makes right — if you are in the nuclear club 
you can keep your weapons, threatening any- 
one you do not like with them {like Rumsfeld's 
low-grade nuclear Bunker Busters in Iraq) 

But the moment a country like North Korea 
or a semi-colonial country (for instance Iran} 
tries to develop nuclear weapons for their own 
protection, the entire imperialist world order 
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Down with US threats to 





goes into a frenzy. And they must: for their whole 
system is based on the subordination of the work- 
ers and peasants of the majority of the world 
to the rule of finance capital — to their multi- 
nationals and investment banks. If one coun- 
try is allowed ta “get out,” then others will one 
day wish to do the same. 

The North Koreans have the right to devel- 
op nuclear weapons if they feel the need to do 
so to resist imperialist aggression. The conse- 
quences of the re-introduction of capitalism on 
the workers and peasants of North Korea would 
be catastrophic. As socialists we are for the defeat 
of US and Japanese imperialism and the defence 
of the planned economy. 

We reject any attempt at regime change by 
the imperialists. But as Trotskyists we are not 
blind to the horrors of the regime, The Stalin- 
ist dictators in North Korea preside over a mon- 
strous bureaucratic regime, one that oppress- 
es its largely peasant population. The League for 
the Fifth International is committed to build- 
ing a revolutionary party in North Korea to over- 
throw the regime and replace it with genuine 
workers and peasants power — a struggle for polit- 
ical revolution. 

In the event of invasion by either one or more 
imperial powers against North Korea, we demand 
that the North Korean government set the work- 
ers and peasants into motion to defend them- 
selves against imperialist slaughter. The work- 
ers and peasants have to right to arm themselves 
and organise their own methods of resistance 
against potential invaders. This would form an 
important counter-weight to the state controlled 
army and secret police. 

At the same time, the US must remove all troops 
fram South Korea and close every single mih- 
tary base it has erected in Asia since the end of the 
Second World War. These forces only serve to per- 
petuate the hegemonic power US imperialism 
wields over the workers and peasants of Asia. 
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The Socialist Party: 
capitulating to nationalism 






Chris Brennan, who left the Socialist Party over its response to the Lindsey Oil Refinery strike 
which demanded ‘British Jobs for British Workers’, looks at how the organisation has tried to 


cover up for the poision of nationalism in the working class movement 


year wildcat strikes spread rap- 

idly across the construction 
industry, protesting against the 
use of migrant labour at the Lind- 
sey Oil Refinery and demanding 
‘British jobs for British workers’. 
How did the left respond to this 
outbreak of chauvinism in the 
labour movement? While some 
groups and activists took a princi- 
pled stance, the Socialist Party sup- 
ported the strikes, played down 
their nationalist goals, and was 
even in the leadership of the move- 
ment at Lindsey. 

Over the Jast decade, the main 
establishment parties have been 
: steadily escalating their campaign 
iagainst asylum seekers and 

migrant workers, ina cynical 
attempt to avoid being outflanked 
by the parties of the far nght, UKIP 
and the fascist British National 
Party (BNP). The Tories have 
attacked immigrants for everything 
fron the lack of affordable homes 
to an undermining of British val- 
ues, while Labour's best known 

; attack was made by none other 
than Gordon Brown with his now 
infamous pledge of ‘British Jobs far 
British Workers’ (BJ4BW). This 
nationalistic rhetoric has found 
resonance in sections of the trade 
union bureaucracy. Derek Simp- 

| son, for example, leader of the Ami- 
| cus section of Britain's largest 
union, Unite, notably posed with 
page three models in the vicious- 
ly racist and anti immigrant Dady 
Star under the banner of BJ4BW. 

_ The reason ‘labour lieutenants 
of capital’ like Simpson make these 
arguments is that it costs nothing 

| to blame another section of work- 
ers, like migrants, in comparison 
i to the pressures and risks that 
working class struggle — address- 
ing the needs of all workers — 
involves, Simpson can oversee 850 
jobs destroyed by BMW at their 
Cowley plant without lifting a fin- 
ger, as part of his strategy of secur- 
ing an alliance with British boss- 
es by way of requests for the 


|: February and March of this 
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government to defend ‘British man- 
ufacturing’ and ‘British jobs’. This 
strategy not only violates basic 
internationalist principles —- that 
we should unite with all workers 
regardless of their nationality — but 
also turns the trade unions into a 
pillar of support for the manufac- 
turing bosses they should be fight- 
ing. it is also completely failing to 
protect jobs (as Jeremy Dewar 
points out on page 8), with unem- 
ployment in manufacturing sky- 
rocketing, while official strike fig- 
ures for the last six months have 
collapsed to a historically low level. 

Those strikes that did take place 
in construction have, under Simp- 
son’s influence but not his alone, 
targeted the wrong people: migrant 
workers, not the bosses. On 28 Jan- 
uary over 1,000 construction work- 
ers downed tools at the Lindsey Oil 
Refinery in North Lincolnshire, in 
defiance of the anti union laws, 
which demand ballots and cool- 
ing off periods between strikes. 
Keith Gibson of the Socialist Party 
of England and Wales (SP} was 
elected to the strike committee and 
through him the SP came to play a 
leading role in the strike. 

The SP’s newspaper The Social- 
ist on lst February gives us Gib- 
son's detailed insider’s account of 
the dispute and what led up to it. 





Bob Crow (RMT), Rob Griffiths (CPB) and Dave Nellist (SP} at recen 


He states that the British contrac- 
tor, Shaws, had lost the part of its 
contract at the Lindsey Oi! Refin- 
ery (LOR) for work on a de-sul- 
phurisation plant to an Italian com- 
pany, IREM. Shaws notified its 
workforce in December that there 
would be lay-offs. Unite shop stew- 
ards were concerned that the 
National Agreement for the Engi- 
neering and Construction Industry 
(NAECL or the ‘blue book’) would 
not cover the new workers, This col- 
lective agreement lays down basic, 
shift and overtime pay rates, plus 
proficiency payments, travel and 
accommodation allowances, pen- 
sion contributions, sickness and 
accident benefits, etc. The union 
demanded access to Italian work- 
ers for trade union representatives, 
negotiations proceeded and Gibson 
did not indicate that there was 
any breakdown due to a refusal by 
IREM management to agree to 
apply equivalent pay and conditions 
for the Italian workers. 

Labour MP for Cleethorpes, 
Shona Melsaac, for one, confirmed 
the unions had been “happy” to 
negotiate with [REM before the 
strike broke out. She said, “I hada 
meeting shortly after Christmas at 
Lindsey. We knew about IREM hav- 
ing the contract and at that time 
the unions were happily negotiat- 
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ing with them over terms and con- 
ditions, including the Italian work- 
ers having a tea break... The unions 
also knew that IREM was planning 
to recruit British workers as part of 
the contract to work alongside 
the Italians — they knew there was 
no plan to exclude British workers... 
But when the unions took the 
deal to their members it was reject- 
ed and the unofficial walkout began. 

After that some union leaders 
started making claims about British 
workers’ conditions being under- 
cut by these contracts.” 

So, the Italian workers were paid 
the same as British workers and did 
not undermine the collective 
national agreements. What was the 
basis of the strike then? Kerth 
Gibson of the SP explains that, “...on 
Wednesday 28th January 2009, 
Shaws’ workforce were told by the 
Stewards that IREM had stated they 
would not be employing British 
labour. The entire LOR workforce, 
from all subcontracting companies, 
met and voted unanimously to take 
immediate unofficial strike action.” 

The strike started as soon as the 
stewards reported that British labour 
would not be employed and for that 
reason alone. This was the point at 
which Union Jacks and ‘British Jobs 
for British Workers’ placards began 
to be a visible presence on site. Shop 


— 





steward Kenny Ward summed up the 
strike’s aim very clearly: “There are thou- 
sands in this country that are victims to 
this discrimination, this victimisation of 
the British worker.” The demand of the 
strike was for at least a parity of “one for 
one”, 1.e. one British worker for each 
migrant employed. It is on that basis - the 
attempt to dump the costs of unemploy- 
ment onto Italian workers, not British, 
French or Italian bosses — that no Marx- 
ist organisation worthy of the name could 
support the strike. 


The Socialist Party’s defence 

The SP justified their support for the 
strikes for two principal reasons. The first 
was the undermining of the national 
union agreement. As The Socialist stat- 
ed on 4 February (‘Firm strike leadership 
gains results’): “... fundamentally this 
struggle is aimed against the ‘race to the 
bottom’, at maintaining trade union- 
orgamsed conditions and wages on these 
huge building sites.” But, as we have 
shown above, this has no basis in fact. 
The second, more disgraceful, argument 
put forward by the SP is that the strike 
was about ‘fairness’ and against the exclu- 
sion of ‘local labour’. Let us quote the SP 
leaflet put out as the nationalist demon- 
strations spread across the North and the 
Midlands: “This worker solidarity is 
against the ‘conscious blacking’ of British 
construction workers by company 
bosses who refuse to recruit skilled 
British labour in the U.K.” 

This simply apes Unite leader Derek 
Simpson, who told the BBC: “It will occur 
again, and I’m sure it will occur in other 
countries as well unless there’s a reali- 
sation that you can’t just use the freedom 
of labour to the exclusion of indigenous 
iabour.” To base a strategy for resisting 
jab losses and unemployment on a nation- 
alist appeal for preference, as this is what 
talk of ‘local fabour’ means in practice, is 
to concede to the idea, put forward day in 
day out in the tabloids and by the pro- 
Dosses political parties, that there are too 
many workers in the UK from abroad and 
that if somehow they were no longer here 
then jobs would be easier to come by, Yet 
this is another of the excuses offered by 
the SP to explain away their support for 
a thoroughly reactionary strike. 


Economism 

The outcome of Lindsey was a defeat 
‘or the working class. The 4 February set- 
tlement saw 104 of 195 jobs go ta British 
workers. This followed the rejection of 
an offer of 25% of the jobs for British 
workers the previous day. Bernard 
McAuley, Lnite’s chief negotiator, told 
the Guardian: “We've made sure that 
no Italians have been made redundant, 
we've got jobs for 102 British people.” 
While no Italian or Portuguese workers 
already on site were made redundant, the 
jobs were reallocated from those that had 


already gone to contracted IREM work- 
ers. Only around 100 of the projected 300 
were already working at the refinery. - 
The SP, however, maintained that the 
strike was “...an inspirational struggle 
against the ‘race to the bottom’... Not 
since the heady days of the 1970s and 
1980s was there a strike wave like it. The 
result of the strike was a massive victo- 
ry for those who took part and it gave 
heart to tens of thousands of others who 
saw that it is possible to fight back against 
the growing threat of unemployment.” 

This wholly exaggerated assessment of 
the strike wave reveals that the SP adopt- 
eda highly economistic approach to 
the strike. Treating it just as a trade union 
dispute, with a section of trade unionised 
workers defending their jobs and posi- 
tion, they failed ta see the reactionary 
political significance of a strike against 
the use of foreign labour. While in the 
shart term, this won a section of 
unionised workers 105 jobs, it did so only 
at the expense of another section of work- 
ers, and the reactionary content of the 
strike undermines the fighting position 
of the class as a whole. If we are divided 
along national and ethnic lines, we will 
never be abie ta fight in the interests of 
the whole class against the bosses, 
demanding jobs for ail. 

The position of the SP was a classic 
example of what Lenin called 
‘economism’ or ‘tailism’. Lenin had 
attacked the Russian Marxists, ‘the econ- 
omists’, whe equated trade union con- 
sciousness with socialist consciousness. 
Lenin argued that the former would 
develop naturally owing to the conditions 
of capitalist society, which would create 
a spontaneous tendency for workers to 
pursue a struggle for higher wages, for 
better working conditions, and so on, 
Socialist consciousness was more than 
this though. Socialists saw the trade 
union struggle as only one part of a strug- 
gle against capitalism and for a new soci- 
ety based on the principle of working class 
power. Whereas there was a spontaneous 
tendency towards trade union conscious- 
ness, winning workers to socialism 
required a conscious struggle to raise 
their horizons beyond the limited con- 
fines of the economic struggle against 
this or that employer, To equate these 
twa forms of consciousness would, in 
reality, mean limiting Marxist agitation 
to the struggle for the immediate 
improvement workers’ conditions alone 
~ the conclusion ‘the economists’ in Russ- 
ian Marxism drew. Opportunism was at 
the core of economism; rather than chal- 
lenge the bourgeois prejudices of work- 
ers, the econamists chose instead to 
tail their existing ideas, and adapting the 
socialist programme to what they would 
readily accept. 

In the LOR strike the Socialist Party 
adopted this exact same method. Rather 
than putting forward a secialist and ant- 


icapitalist perspective, including defend- 
ing the rights of migrant workers to take 
up their jobs, the SP capitulated to the 
existing, reactionary ideas of a set of work- 
ers. Ultimately, the SP failed to fight for 
jobs for all the workers — migrant and so- 
called ‘indigenous’. They simply lauded 
the scope and breadth of the struggle and 
called on it to spread further into a 
national protest movement. The strike 
had exposed a particular type of craft trade 
unionism, where a section of unionised 
workers defend their section interests, at 
the expense of other workers — deny- 
ing, for example, jobs, social rights and 
entry into the workplace of migrants or 
less skilled labourers. The SP in classic 
economistic fashion mistook this craft 
trade union consciousness for socialist 
consciousness. Forgetting that socialists 
should not just be trade unionists, but, 
in accordance with our broader anticap- 
italist perspectives and goals, should also 
be tribunes of the oppressed and margin- 
alised, the SP were blind to the reac- 
tionary goals and implications of the 
strikes for ‘British jobs’, seeing them as 
simply trade union struggles and some- 
how intrinsically socialist because of this. 


Opportunism 

The SP went onto the offensive after being 

stung by criticism of the strikes from 

other socialists, notably Workers Power 

and the Socialist Workers Party. A set of 

demands were agreed by the strike com- 

mittee in the heat of the strike at the 

behest of Keith Gibson and the SP on 2 

February: 

¢ No victimisation of workers taking sol- 
idarity action. 

¢ All workers in the UK to be covered 
by the NAECI agreement. 

¢ Lnion-controlled registering of unem- 
ployed and local skilled union mem- 
bers with nominating rights as work 
becomes available. 

¢ Government and employer investment 
in proper training/apprenticeships 
for the new generation of construction 
workers. Fight for a future for young 
people. 

e AJl immigrant labour to be unionised. 

¢ Trade union assistance for immigrant 
workers, via interpreters, to give 
right of access to trade union advice - 
to promote active, integrated trade 
union members. 

¢ Build links with construction trade 
unions on the continent. 

These were certainly good trade union 
demands. The problem is that they 
were not the real aims of the strike and 
no wonder then that they did not form 
part of the agreement that ended the 
strike. Moreover, the seven demands evad- 
ed all mention of the central claim - more 
jobs for British workers on the contract 
~and neither did they contain any state- 
ment about what this would mean. for 
IREM'’s Italian workforce. This did not 
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stop the SP going out of its way to down- 
play the central nationalist aims, con- 
| cretised in the jobs settlement. Speak- 
ing of the nationalist manifestations at 
| LOR the SP states “.,.But it seems 
| that, since the strike, the SWP and some 
other groups on the left are doing 
their level best to undermine its achieve- 
ments by focusing on the issue of ‘British 
jobs for British workers’ (BJ4BW).” 
Rather than answer the criticisms that 
union jacks and nationalism were preva- 
lent throughout the strike, the SP have 
consistently claimed that LOR was, “a 
victory for the workers of all nations, 
won in spite of the EU-loaded dice and 
the anti-union laws,” which “set a bench- 
mark not only for militant trade union- 
ism but for the role of conscious social- 
ist intervention”. Opposition to the strike 
was even dismissed by the SP as 
“betraying a lack of imagination.” This 
much is true - it is indeed very imagi- 
native to be able to contort 104 jobs 
taken from Italian workers as in any way 
a blow against nationalism or a victory 
for the international warking class! 


Nationalist solidarity spreads 
i As mobs marched through Staythorpe 
in Nottinghamshire chanting, “What do 
we want — Foreigners out; When do we 
want it - now!’, the SP had this to say: 
“In the case of the Isle of Grain, and 
the Staythorpe site in Newark as well, 
the jobs were advertised in local job cen- 
tres but nota single loca! worker apply- 
ing for them ever got an interview...the 
jobs had already been filled by over- 
seas contractors... It was a ruse by the 
bosses to get around equal opportuni- 
ry employment laws, and everybody 
| knew this. That is why there was so 
much anger, sometimes unfortunately 
| and completely wrongly aimed at the 
| overseas workers by a few.” This caveat, 
| that the workers should not be openly 
nationalist, is a rather weak cover for 
the rest of the argument. As socialists 
we begin from the position that work- 
ers, regardless of nationality, have a right 
to work. This should and can be secured 
by a united struggle for jobs for all. 
Peter Taaffe, General Secretary of the 
Socialist Party has condemned all those 
“on the fringes of the labour movement” 
who refused to support the strike wave. 
Perhaps he has forgotten his non-SP 
allies in PCS Left Unity. As Public and 
Commercial Services Union leader Mark 
i Serwotka said, “British jobs for British 
workers is not only a reactionary slo- 
gan, it is potentially racist. I saw peo- 
ple an the TY saying, ‘I don’t want to 
work with those Eye-ties’ and hurling 
abuse at the ship where they were liv- 
ing, But I was the only trade union leader 
to publicly oppose the slogan.” 
This reformist union leader displays 
a greater awareness of the dangers of 
nationalism than the alleged Marxists 


of the Socialist Party. 


The Olympics Site: too many foreign 
workers? 

On 8 May over 400 construction work- 
ers gathered outside the Olympics con- 
struction site in Stratford, East London. 
Lindsey workers led the demonstrations 
with Keith Gibson at the helm. Most were 
members of the GMB and Unite unions 
demanding a share of jobs for local work- 
ers. But there were also concerns about 
whether non-unionised labour was used 
on the site, and whether the national 
union agreement was bring observed. 
Many on the demonstrations also went 
to great lengths to deny media reports 
they were objecting to the use of migrant 
labour. But Keith Gibson said that “The 
protest is about the EU legislation with 
regards to social dumping of European 
workers throughout Europe in different 
parts of the country.” Neither GMB nor 
Unite support or ratify with evidence his 
further claim that, “They (the bosses) are 
not obeving the pay and conditions that 
the agreements will work under.” 

The bosses certainly denied non-union 
labour was being used. The Olympic 
Delivery manager told the BBC the issue 
on the Olympic site is not the union rates 
for skilled workers: “There are high lev- 
els of direct employment on the Olympic 
Park and we have a positive agreement 
with the unions representing construc- 
tion workers on site which includes 
national wage rates,” Of course, bosses 
should never be believed. But the prob- 
lem was that the unions organising the 
protests did not also represent workers 
on the site, and there was no attempt 
made to involve those workers in the 
protests. This could have quickly clari- 
fied the true picture: how much were they 
being paid and was this in accordance 
with existing national agreements? Again, 
the nationalist goal of the defence of 
‘British jobs’ and against immigration 
appeared to be the chief concern of many 
protesters. Phil Willis of Unite stated, 
“The more skilled labour they bring in 
[to Britain] it’s going to deny our appren- 
tices because they won’t need them.” 
Again, here as elsewhere, the SP have not 
clarified the goals and aims of the strike 
but at best only exacerbated the confu- 
sion and failed to challenge chauvinistic 
prejudices behind the demand for ‘British 
jobs for British workers’. 


South Hook strike - nationalism gets 
you 40 jabs 

The apogee of this nationalist approach 
by sections of the working class was the 
‘victory’ in Wales. Following unofficial 
strike action by workers and com- 
plaints from the GMB and Unite unions, 
the Dutch-based employer Hertel agreed 
to withdraw 40 Poles and replace them 
with UK staff at the terminal owned by 
ExxonMobil and Total at South Hock in 


South Wales. GMB stewards and officials 
did not challenge the bosses’ claim that 
Polish workers were on the union rates. 
This agreement followed threats by Paul 
Kenny, the demagosue leading the GMB 
union, that he would call other workers 
out on strike unless local workers were 
employed first. 

Once again the SP echoed the demand 
for British workers to come first: “Work- 
ers at South Hook are not opposed to lag- 
gers from Poland getting work on the site 
as long as local laggers are given the 
opportunity of the work first under the 
union agreement and then foreign work- 
ers can be employed on the same pay and 
conditions.” (SP statement on 20 May) 

What this strike wave has exempli- 
fied is the failure of the SP’s politics. No 
attempt was made to undermine Simp- 
son by linking his nationalism to his inac- 
tion at Cowley and elsewhere. When 
the strike started, socialists had a duty to 
fight for a radically different perspective. 
In addition to the demands of the LOR 
strike committee, there should have been 
a condemnation of the slogan ‘British 
jobs, for British workers’ and a defence 
of the [talian workers’ right to take up 
their jobs at the plant. This could have 
given the strike an internationalist char- 
acter, and sparked a militant move- 
ment for jobs for all, Socialists may 
well have Jost the argument, but by tak- 
ing a principled stand, and taking the 
internationalists’ arguments on to pick- 
et lines as the strike developed, we would 
have been in far stronger position for the 
future: for itwould have the laid the basis 
for a stronger, more united, movement 
of all workers fighting mass unemploy- 
ment. Not a movement divided along 
national lines, fighting amongst ourselves 
for a dwindling number of jobs. 


Left Nationalism - No2EU . 
With the bosses’ system sinking into a 
deep recession and governments every- 
where facing a crisis of legitimacy, the 
4 June European Union elections offered 
an open door to a serious working class 
alternative. But the No2EU slate was not 
and could not have been that alternative. 
The decision by Bob Crow, General 
Secretary of the Rail, Maritime and Trans- 
port (RMT) union, to establish a new elec- 
toral alliance to contest the European 
elections is a direct continuation of the 
nationalist strike and demonstration 
movement in a political form. At a time 
of global economic crisis, when bosses 
across the world are attacking the work- 
ing class, the No2EU platform chose to 
focus almost exclusively on the bosses in 
Europe, letting the British capitalists off 
the hook. Whilst some of its criticisms of 
the EU were correct — for example, the 
reactionary, anti-union judgements of 
the ECJ and its attacks on the neoliber- 
al Lisbon Treaty — it not only ignored the 
fact that Britain has been, since Thatch- 
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zr, in the ‘vanguard’ of neoliberal states, 
cut also included calls to defend ‘British’ 
‘idustry. This could be nothing less, given 
3ritish industry is nearly wholly private- 
-y owned by capitalists, than a call for 
manuiacturing workers to strike alliances 
with the very bosses who are sacking 
them. 

When it comes to immigration, No2EU 
states that “To ferry workers across Europe 
to carry out jabs that local workers can 
be trained to perform is an environ- 
mental, econemic and sacial nonsense.” 
As Natalie Silverstein has highlighted, 
however, the “fact that workers from one 
Eurepean country can move to any other, 
can bring their dependent relatives with 
thern, and, at least in theory, cannot be 
discriminated against in relation to 
“native” workers, is undoubtedly some- 
thing progressive and beneficial that 
socialists and trade unionists ought to 
support.” (See article Viking, Laval and 
all that — are the arguments of No2EU jus- 
tified? on wuw.workerspower.com), 

The Socialist Party was quick to sup- 
port No2EU and clearly hoped it could 
lay the basis for a new workers’ party, 
Clive Heemskerk of the SP wrote, “The 
Socialist Party supports and ts part of the 
NoZEU -Yes to Democracy coalition. 
We recognise that many problems, from 
the economic crisis to planet-threaten- 
ing global warming, can only be solved 
at an international level. If society 
remains organised as it is today, on a cap- 
italist basis, divided into competing 
nations, the prospects for humanity 
wil! be bleak indeed. Fundamental change 
is necessary, based on democratic public 
ownership of the major companies that 
dominate the globe. We need a socialist 
Europe, not a bosses’ EU. Backing the 
trade union-initiated No2EU — Yes to 
Democracy campaign in June's election 
is the first step towards building a force 
that can unite with workers in Europe 
and across the world to fight for a bet- 
ter future."(7Ae Socialist, 15 April 2009) 

This approach, describing in entirely 
normative terms (how something should 
be} what we would expect a fighting 
socialist party to look like, without 
acknowledging that the No2EU campaign 
makes no such internationalist or social- 
ist arguments, shows both an enormous 
leap of political faith and a willingness to 
take a reactionary detour along the 
road to a mass workers’ party. The No2EU 
platform makes no mention of either 
socialism or the working class. Social- 
ism is something not even implied by its 
very limited policies. This perhaps would- 
n'tbea problem, if the Socialist Party was 
determined to fight for internationalist 
and socialist politics in the No2EU 
alliance, but, again, it was more con- 
cerned to provide left cover for national- 
ism than to actively challenge it. 

At the same time, it has to be said, that 
the SP share, in their own politics, some 


of the wrong positions of No2EU — in par- 
ticular, the confusion over the free move- 
ment of labour that is at the heart of 
the campaign. As Dave Nellist put it in 
a recent interview in the Weekly Work- 
ey, 21 May: “I've always believed that part 
of socialism is the right to live, work, love 
wherever you want to be. However, if you 
put a practical example in front of me, 
which is the IREM multinational at Lind- 
sey, then I come down on the side of 
the strikers who want to enforce com- 
mon trade union levels of pay and con- 
ditions on whoever works there - as 
opposed to the right of IREM to use the 
free movement of capital and labour to 
make the biggest possible profit.” So, 
rather than argue for the unionisation of 
workers entering the UK and for a trans- 
EU minimum wage and union agree- 
ments to be enforced by all European 
unions — the communist approach — Nel- 
list ends up counter-posing the free move- 
ment of labour to the defence of trade 
union agreements. 


The New Party 
We must not make the error of seeing 
the Socialist Party, or its sister sections 
in the Committee for a Workers Interna- 
tional, as one big morass of capitulators 
to nationalism. There has been opposi- 
tion to the degeneration of the SP from 
within the SP itself. In South Wales, 
Socialist Party comrades have refused to 
hand out No2EU leaflets and have instead 
insisted that only SP leaflets are used in 
the campaign. This is a conscious effort 
on the part of a minority of SP mem- 
bers to limit the damage of nationalism 
by handing out the much better and less 
overtly nationalist SP leaflets. The ques- 
tion now at hand for those SP members 
who are rightly concerned with the capit- 
ulation to nationalism by their leader- 
ship is whether the new turn is simply 
an aberration or flows quite naturally 
from the politics and method of the SP. 
If the No2 EU — Yes to Democracy 
alliance becomes a new party formation 
after the Euro elections then the SP have 
already abandoned any notion of fight- 
ing for it to abandon its nationalism 
and adopt a revolutionary socialist pro- 
gramme. Indeed, as was shown over 
recent years in their approach to their 
Campaign for a New Workers’ Party, they 
have always seen political accommoda- 
tion to the reformist politics of sections 
of the trade union bureaucracy to create 
anew reformist party in the here and now 
as a precondition for any future develop- 
ment of a revolutionary party. Such 
schematism is, as Trotsky once said, “the 
lifeblood of oppertunism”, for it results 
in the fight for revolutionary politics 
being put off to some unspecified point 
in the future where it will suddenly 
become ‘operable’, Of course, Marxists 
should unite with reformists to build a 
new party — and place no conditions or 


obstacles in the way of this ur:my - >ut 
we must also be clear from the outset tha: 
our aim is the speediest possibie forma- 
tion ofa revolutionary communist part. 
to lead both electoral campaigns and tz 
class struggle in the streets and werk- 
places. This mans fighting for the ne. 
party to adopt a revolutionary programm 
from the outset, as this is the only wa- 
to ensure that the party will consister:- 
ly represent the working class. 

This is, indeed, a fundamental prar- 
lem with the political tradition iatter 
known as the ‘Militant’ or ‘Grant’ trec:- 
tion, after its founder Ted Grant) Irom 
which the SP emerged in the 1950s 
Grant founded the Militant Tendency zs 
‘entryists of a special type’ — the tacz:< 
of building up organisational influence 
without fighting openly for a revolution- 
ary policy - in the Labour Party. This 
strategy was based upon Grant’s con- 
viction that any great upsurge would 
result in an influx of the masses into their 
traditional political parties, where they 
would find the leadership of Militant who 
had been slowly preparing over many 
years, even decades. Even when Labour 
purged Militant in the 80s and 90s Grant 
still clung to this perspective, believing 
they had to rernain in the party that work- 
ers would inevitably return to en masse 
at some point in the future. 

The SP has broken with this tradition 
only superficially. While they don’t see 
the Labour Party as playing the role Grant 
envisaged for it, they now apportion essen- 
tially the same role for the new reformist 
workers’ party they hope to form with the 
trade union bureaucracy (a Labour Party 
mark II, in all but name), Grant once said 
“due to the process of struggle itself, the 
broad consciousness of the masses moves 
in the direction of socialism.” (Ted Grant, 
Mititant’s British Perspective, 1979) This 
was always a one-sided generalisation that 
encapsulated the problem with his 
method. Grant failed to see that the class 
struggle onlv creates the potential for the 
development of socialist consciousness: 
itis active revolutionary intervention that 
realises the potential. 

The LOR dispute provides negative 
confirmation of just this point. It reminds 
us that the trade union struggle creates 
both progressive and reactionary out- 
bursts. If socialists are unable to provide 
internationalist leadership and are not 
willing, where necessary, to stand against 
the stream, then they will never be con- 
sistent and principled fighters for revo- 
lutionary politics. As the jobs massacre 
rips through the economy, as Labour 
lurches into its deepest political crisis in 
a generation, Marxists needa revolution- 
ary strategy for the crisis. The opportunist 
and economistic method of the SP is inca- 
pable of developing this. It is these fun- 
damental problems of method we urge 
ali SP members, alarmed by the turn of 
the last period, to critically reassess. 
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In the third part of our series on the miners’ strike, we look at the search for solidarity action 
‘in the first phase up to battle of Orgreave and the harrowing attacks on miners by Thatcher’s 
/new semi-militarised police. 


nyone who looked at the sit- 
Asses in Britain in 1984 
should have been able to see 
that it would not be possible sim- 
ply to repeat the tactics that had 
brought the miners their famous 
victories in 1972 and 1974. In 
the intervening ten years, Thatch- 
er had-come to power determined 
' +o break the back of Britain’s 
| industrial working class and had 
already won some important scalps 
— on accasion she had already been 
shamefully aided and abetted by 
the union leaders. 


Thatcher’s offensive against the 
unions 
In 1982, the Trades Union Con- 
| gress (TUC) ordered the train driv- 
ers’ union, ASLEF, to suspend its 
i industrial action, accept a rotten 
sel! out hatched between the TUC 
leader, Len Murray, and British 
Rail or else face being cast out of 
the TUC. 

In 1983, the print union, the 
NGA, went into dispute at the 
Stockport Messenger, a small 
printing plant run by a pioneer 
Thatcherite union-busting 
employer, Eddy Shah. The police 

| were vicious against the pickets 
| and the bosses used every weapon 
ithe anti-union laws had given 
them. The TUC, at first, huffed and 
puffed about support but then it 
caved in and ordered the NGA to 
surrender, prompting Thatcher, in 
words heavy with sarcasm, to say 
of Len Murray, “I welcome the gra- 
cious action of the General Secre- 
tary of the TUC.” Later, Murray 
claimed, quite possibly truthfully, 
that the NGA leaders themselves 
had pleaded with him to find them 
a way out of the strike. 

In early 1984, Thatcher 
launched another vicious provo- 
cation and banned trade unions at 
the government's listening station, 
GCHQ, on the grounds of “nation- 
al security”. The workers there 
voted to fight but, again, the TUC 
surrendered without a blow being 
: struck, and the first major attempt 


to forcibly de-unionise an entire 
workforce succeeded, No wonder 
then, that Arthur Scargill and 
militant miners were determined 
not to let the TUC get any sort of 
contral over the strike. 

As the section of British workers 
most educated in their own union's 
history, they also remembered the 
strike of 1926, when the TUC, 
having called off the general strike 
after nine days, left the miners to 
so down to defeat after fighting 
alone for a further six months. They 
rightly feared that the TUC would 
intervene in the strike only to rob 
thern of the fruits of victory. The 
influential bosses’ magazine, The 
Economist, showed that it, too, had 
the same measure of Murray and 
Ca: 

“Already the TUC has offered 
Mr Scargil! its collective embrace, 
Thus do the trade union barons 
declare their interests in a strike, 
so as to manipulate the eventual 
settlement. In the 1982 rail strike 
they offered themselves as honest 


Miners retreat in the face of a sustained police attack at the battle of Orgreave 


brokers — enforcing a settlement on 
the train drivers by threatening 
withdrawal of collective support... 
Mediation of this kind would be a 
second best outcome to a straight 
defeat of Mr Scargill, which should 
be tried first.” (21 April 1984) 

When Scargill! told the TUC to 
keep its nose out, this had total sup- 
port from the most militant rank 
and file miners. As one, Robert from 
South Wales, told Workers Power, 
“You can forget the TUC and Len 
Murray.” 

Such sentiments were, of course, 
understandable but they were still 
mistaken. It was right to deny the 
TUC any negotiating rights on 
behalf of the miners: that would 
have ensured defeat. However, not 
putting the TUC on the spot, 
demanding they organise solidar- 
ity action with the miners, held 
back the miners’ strike and made 
much harder a class wide response 
to Thatchers’ offensive. To achieve 
this, the miners needed a twin-track 
approach. On the one hand, they 





needed to issue a direct appeal to 
the rank and file of every other 
union, especially those under the 
threat of imminent job losses them- 
selves, to build a common front of 
struggle around common goals. On 
the other, it was necessary to 
demand the TUC organise Solidar- 
ity action, 

Every union leader should have 
been forced to show their hand: 
were they with the miners or not? 
[f they were, then they must deliv- 
er not just money to the miners’ 
strike fund but action to bring 
victory. Certain unions were criti- 
cal for the solidarity effort. Work- 
ers in the power stations were fac- 
ing clasures and privatisation 
themselves. But they had hard 
right-wing union leaders‘in Eric 
Hammond of the Electrical, Elec- 
tronic, Plumbing and Telecommu- 
nications Union (EEPTU) and John 
Lyons of the Electrical Power Engi- 
neers’ Association blocking the road 
to struggle. The rail workers, a huge 
part of whose jobs depended on 


EEE 


a ffs d eee esp they ziggy tet 
af ead so AS tes Be ee SES tt efi Ce 


een SE NO I a A EE TTT e ce cn eenteatA LARA SAIRAn aA. temeemenrenanasar % 





cransporting coal, were also under attack 
ov the Tories. They, on the other hand, 
sad prominent TUC lefts as leaders: 
Ray Buckton of Aslef and Jimmy Knapp 
of the NUR. The TGWU which also had 
a left general secretary Moss Evans, could 
have stopped many of the lorries that 
were being used to move scab coal. The 
steel workers, also facing massive clo- 
sures, could have been drawn into action 
to deiend their own jobs, but they hada 
right-wing leader in ISTC general secre- 
tary Bil Sirs. 


The struggle for sclidarity 

Many rank and file militants in these 
industries took great risks to give soli- 
darity to the miners, observing picket 
‘ines and escalating local disputes. Rank 
and file organisation within and between 
the unions could have spread the action 
to mass proportions. John Lyons and Eric 
Hammond, could have been isolated and 
defeated. The failure to do this led toa 
repetition of the very problem that had 
led to the Notts and other Midlands min- 
ers not joining the strike. The more hes- 
itant, less spontaneously sympathetic 
workers in these other industries could 
claim that they had received no instruc- 
tions from their unions to honour min- 
ers’ picket lines and industry could carry 
on functioning, protected by the grow- 
ing militarised police presence at every 
potential target of the flying pickets. 

Once again, Scargill placed his reliance 
on the left bureaucracy — rai] union lead- 
ers Ray Buckton and Jimmy Knapp ~ to 
get solidarity for the miners. The NUM 
contacted other unions and asked them 
not to touch scab coal. Pickets were 
dispatched ta key coking plants and to 
the major blast furnaces of what was 
left of the British steel industry. The 
“Triple Alliance” — the coal, steel and rail 
unions — was summoned and its leaders 
all solemnly swore to support the min- 
ers. In contrast, apart from a weekly 
phone conversation between Len Mur- 
ray and Peter Heathfield of the NUM, the 
TUC was kept out of the whole struggle. 
This was fine by them, as the TUC’s 
own minutes smugly recorded in May: 

“The general council should be con- 
sent to wish the NUM well in their strug- 
dle and leave it at that unless the NUM 
made a special request.” 

Scargill hoped that the NUM itself 
sould get the key unions to stop touch- 
‘ng coal. The danger was already evident 
nere, but it took revolutionary commu- 
nists with an understanding of the 
jureaucratic caste at the head of the 
unions to see it, and say it openly with- 
jut equivocation. It meant, of course, 
sometimes heated arguments with the 
very best and most militant miners, those 
-nfluenced by Scargill. In the same paper 
‘n which a miner told us to “forget the 
TUC”, Workers Power warned: 

“Whilst we need to build class wide 


action from below we shouldn’t let the 
TUC get away with total inactivity... If we 
let them get away with doing nothing 
they will be free to ‘intervene’ at the first 
difficult turn of events or whenever they 
see a weak spot in the struggle,” (2 May 
1984) 

Our warning proved all too accurate. 
In the first place, the Triple Alliance 
proved to be as much of a broken reed as 
its historic predecessor in the 1920s. 
Within hours of the steel union, declar- 
ing its salemn support far the miners, 
Bill Sirs, announced to the press that it 
was vital to keep steel production going, 
even if this meant using scab coal. The 
steel workers, he insisted were not going 
to be “sacrificed an someone else’s altar.” 

This should have sparked a call to arms 
for steel workers to rise up against Sirs, 
and build a common front to save the 
interlinked industries, coal and steel, and 
for the other union leaders to call Sirs to 
account within the TUC for sabotaging a 
struggle vital to al] the unions, But 
Scargill did not launch a public fight 
against Sirs. 

Worse, the regional NUM bureaucra- 
cies actively sought local deals with ISTC 
branches at the key plants of Ravenscraig 
in Scotland, Scunthorpe in Lincolnshire 
{supplied by coal from South Yorkshire), 
and Port Talbot and Llanwern in South 
Wales. The problem was that the NUM 
confined its proposal to asking steel work- 
ers to support the miners. But steel work- 
ers had been through a major strike four 
years earlier, and been defeated. Clas- 
ing down the steel works for lack of 
coal threatened their own jobs. Only a 
clear commitment by miners to unite 
with steel workers in a common fight 
to defend the jobs in both industries could 
have overcome this fear. Such an appeal 
could have been an inspirational alliance 
in defence of jobs. 

The exact opposite happened. The NUM 
regional officials in Yorkshire, Scotland 
and South Wales, struck deals with the 
steel union to exempt their plants from 
the call not to use coal. Pickets were called 
off the steel plants and steel production 
continued. In Scotland, Communist Party 
member Mick McGahey announced that 
the exemption for Ravenscraig was “in 
the interests of Scotland’s industrial 
future.” This typical reformist (in this 
case of the Stalinist variety) position of 
putting the national interest before the 
class struggle, saved neither the Scottish 
pits nor Ravenscraig, which was closed 
in 1992, but it did have a terrible effect 
on the strike. It meant that the key tar- 
get industry that the NUM had tried to 
close down, in order to make the strike 
bite during the spring, when power 
cuts wauld be unlikely, failed at the 
first attempt. 

While Scargill himself was furious that 
the exemptions had been granted, his 
respect for the federal rules of the NUM 


meant that he was unable to challenge 
McGahey in Scotland, Emlyn Williams 
in South Wales or Jack Taylor in York- 
shire, for their truly fatal error. Despite 
some later attempts to close the plants 
by mass picketing, the damage of this 
concession was done and the biast fur- 
naces were getting as much coal as 
they needed to keep going. 

The rail unions did deliver far better 
solidarity action, with rank and file work- 
ers stopping trains carrying coal from the 
pitheads or from the scab areas. Hardly 
any coal moved by rail (or by sea, with 
the Seafarers’ union playing an hon- 
ourable role too) throughout the strike. 
Particular tribute should be paid to the 
ASLEF and NUR workers at Coalville, 
in the heart of Leicestershire, where NUM 
strikers numbered precisely thirty, the 
heroic “Dirty Thirty” as they came to he 
known. At the Coalville freight depot, the 
rail workers were asked by their unions 
not to move coal trains on 4 April 1984, 
They didn’t. No scab coal moved. The 
workers were then faced with bribery, 
intimidation, the shipping in of scabs and 
victimisation. They stood absolutely firm 
throughout the strike. . 

What a contrast with their union lead- 
ers! Ray Buckton of ASLEF was a case 
in point. This “left winger” was chair of 
the TUC during the strike. He had a duty 
not only to support the miners but also 
to back up his own members who were 
loyally taking action to stop scab coal. 
Instead, limiting himself to the famous 
TUC line that they had not been asked by 
the NUM for help, this ‘left’ declared, “We 
cannot say, what help, if any, we can offer.” 
The rail union leaders, wha had accept- 
ed a higher wage rise on behalf of their 
members, which everyone recognised as 
a Tory bribe to head off solidarity action 
with the miners, refused to call their 
members out. They left the rank and 
file rail workers to stand alone against an 
offensive that would ultimately culmi- 
nate in the loss of thousands of rail jobs 
and the privatisation of the network. 
Meanwhile, the Tories compensated for 
the rank and file rail workers’ actions 
by deploying thousands of lorries, run by 
anti-union smail businessmen, to trans- 
port coal. 


The Battie of Orgreave 

Faced with the failure to get action from 
the steel workers or the power workers, 
and with the Tories’ use of the private 
road hauliers to move coal, Arthur 
Scargill changed his strategy. He recog- 
nised now that he would have to close 
the coking plants that supplied the 
steel industries’ furnaces. He actively 
sought a major confrontation. After all, 
this had worked in 1972 when flying pick- 
ets from Yorkshire, with the support of 
thousands of Birmingham engineers and 
car workers, had, famously, closed the 
gates at the Saltley coking plant in the 
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West Midlands. It might work again. And 
so began the struggle to close down the 
Orgreave coking plant outside Sheffield. 
It had been drafted in to supply Scun- 
thorpe when the steel plant’s supplies 
ran low and the poor quality of the 
coal it was getting caused an explosion 
in one of the furnaces. 

The battle of Orgreave supplied some 
of the most memorable scenes of the 
Great Strike. Thousands of young min- 
ers, under the direct generalship of 
Scargill, who was arrested and injured 
during the struggle to close the plant, 
hurled themselves repeatedly at the 
massed ranks of police, ten lines deep 
and backed up by heavily armed snatch 
squads and cavalry squadrons brought 
from all over the country. This shows, 
for all his errors and mistakes, how far 
removed Scargill was from the normal 

| union leader — he was actually willing 
to fight. 
Police violence exceeded anything 
| that had gone before. Yet, for four weeks 
, in May and June, thousands of miners 
iand their supporters kept coming 
‘ back to the little lane, flanked by hedges 
: and cornfields, which led to the plant. 
No amount of injuries or arrests could 
stop them coming. Their physical brav- 

| ery was breathtaking. At Scargill’s sig- 

| nal, the cry of “here we go” would rise 
toa crescendo followed by a charge right 
into the police ranks. Time and again 
beaten back, with bload streaming from 
head wounds, the miners would regroup 
and try again. No one held back. No one 
hesitated. However, there were two miss- 
ing elements in Scargill’s strategy to win 
the battle of Orgreave, and thus turn the 
tide in the strike. The first was recogni- 
tion of the new reality of state violence 
and preparation to counter it. The sec- 
ond was a political strategy to use the 
battle to spread the strike, to actively 
campaign for solidarity strike action, 
starting in South Yorkshire but spread- 
ing nationally. 


Organised detence squads 
The police were no longer a thin biue 
line willing to engage in a bit of good 
humoured push and shove with pickets, 
as they had been in the early 1970s. They 
had been transformed into a paramili- 
tary organisation for the express pur- 
pose of smashing mass pickets. The pick- 
ets could no longer dislodge them by 
superior weight of numbers. It was 
essential to advance new methods of 
struggle, to train organised picket 
defence squads, disciplined and well 
' equipped, willing and able to meet the 
| systematic violence of the police with 
; equally systematic resistance. There was 
‘no other way to physically break 
: through. It was also the only means of 
i putting an end to the huge number of 
injuries and arrests being suffered every 
day. For every extra picket and support- 


er we could bring down to the lane, the 
police could outflank us thanks to their 
military organisation and discipline. 

Workers Power argued this at the time 
—and with direct involvement in the 
fighting, we were not lecturing miners 
from cosy armchairs miles away: 

“Instead of disorganised charges at 
impenetrable police lines, we need our 
own wedges of the toughest, best trained, 
probably younger pickets who know that 
their job is not just to push but to carve 
a way through police lines. Backed up by 
the mass of pickets these squads can 
break the police lines and defend pickets 
against police snatch squads. None of this 
is ‘fantastic’ or ‘impossible’. The fact that 
pickets have used telegraph poles against 
the police shows that the will to fight is 
there. Revolutionaries need to argue 
for the organisation of that will into a 
fighting force — specially trained work- 
ers’ defence squads.” (Workers Power, 6 
June 1984) 

This call certainly had a resonance 
amongst rank and file miners, who did 
fight for measures to actually implement 
defence organisation, especially in the 
Doncaster area. Militants from the Hat- 
field Main, Armthorpe and Goldthorpe 
pits proposed measures for the issuing 
of protective headgear, sturdy placards 
and better organisation on the picket line. 
Their resolution, which stated that “a 
body of pickets equipped in such a fash- 
ion would fift the morale of our men no 
end”, showed how far militant miners 
had moved in just three months of bit- 
ter class struggle. They were actively 
fighting for revolutionary methods in the 
situations in which they found them- 
selves. Typically, the left Labour and Com- 
munist Party dominated Yorkshire 
Area Strike Committee - the regional 
bureaucracy — “noted” these proposals 
and did nothing to implement them. 

The same criticisms apply to the sec- 
ond, and even more important condition 
for victory at Orgreave: strike action by 
other workers. Picketing alone, howev- 
er mass it might have been, could not 
have brought victory on its own. In 
fact, Arthur Scargill’s victory at Saltley 
Gate, on 10 February 1972, recognised 
by all sides as the decisive moment in the 
miners’ victory, provided the crucial les- 
som. It was solidarity strike action by other 
workers that had turned the tide. For ten 
days, at Saltley, the police had stopped 
the miners’ pickets closing the plant. 
Then 40,000 Birmingham engineering 
workers went on strike and 10,000 of 
them marched to Saltley. When the police 
saw them coming they panicked and the 
inspector running the show screamed to 
his fellow officers the very slogan of the 
picket line — “Close the gates!” Mass 
solidarity action brought victory. 

The mass picket and the heroic battle 
at Orgreave were essential but priman- 
iy as a detonator of similar working class 


solidarity. Orgreave stood on the outskirts 
of Sheffield. The Communist Party 
controlled the shop stewards’ commit- 
tees of virtually every major plant in 
the town. There was a living tradition 
of solidarity and struggle. There was every 
possibility that workers would respond 
to the cal! for strike action in support of 
people they saw every day on the televi- 
sion being terrorised by police thugs. And 
they could have marched en masse to 
help the miners close Orgreave once and 
for all. 

Workers Power members in the city 
fought for this perspective, trying to 
get the Trades Council to issue the call. 
When it passed even a half-hearted res- 
olution we used that to leaflet all the key 
factories in the town. But the Commu- 
nist Party resolutely blocked the call for 
action. Scargill fatied to corne into the 
city and issue sucha call, indeed, no 
major rallies were held in the city dur; 
ing the month long battle. Predictably, 
the Yorkshire leadership, having already 
negotiated the continued production of 
steel at Scunthorpe on the grounds 
that keeping industry going would save 
jobs (it didn’t, it cost thousands of jobs 
shortly afterwards) made no appeal to the 
South Yorkshire labour movement to 
strike. 

The result was that the miners were 
left ta fight alone, apart from the individ- 
uals or small groups of militants who 
went out to help them. The battle of Org- 
reave failed to achieve its objectives. It 
did not shut down coke production, ar 
stop the movement of coal and coke, and 
steel production continued. Worse still, 
it opened up a new phase of policing 
the strike, the Yorkshire miners were 
thrown onto the defensive. The first 
instances of scabbing occurred in South 
Yorkshire and pickets had to turn their 
attention to their own pits. 

At the same time, there was police inva- 
sion of the pit villages themselves and a 
veritable occupation by a militarised 
police force. From the summer of 1984, 
the pit villages started to look like the 
streets of Northern Ireland’s cities, as 
heavily armoured vans and shield bear- 
ing snatch squads took up positions in 
the communities. Their aim was to intim- 
idate the miners, their families and their 
supporters, but these brutal tactics failed. 
The occupation of the villages met with 
constant and determined physical oppo- 
sition, but it had to be recognised that 
the miners were now on the defensive. 
The search for victory now shifted to the 
search for solidarity action from key sec- 
tors of workers who were also under 
threat from the Tories. 

This article is an extract from a longer 
piece by Mark Hoskisson, published in 
Fifth International (May 2004). fn 1984 
Mark was on the editorial board of Work- 
ers Power and was directly involved in 
many of the events he narrates. 





Workers Power is a revolutionary com- 

munist organisation. We fight to: 

* Apolish capitalism and create a world 
withaut exoloitation, class divi- 
sions and oppression 

¢ Break the resistance of the exploiters 
by the force of millions acting tegeth- 
éy in a social revolution smashing 
the repressive capitalist state 

* Place power in the hands of councils 
of delegates fram the working class, 
| the peasantry, the poor - elected and 
recallaole by the masses 
* Transform large-scale production and 
distribution, at present in the hands 
of a tiny elite, into a soctally owned 
economy, democratically planned 
¢ Plan the use of humanity’s labour, 
| materials and technology to eradi- 

vate social inequality and poverty. 
This is communism - a society with- 
out classes and without state repres- 
: sion. To achieve this, the working class 
must take power from the capitalists. 

We fight imperialism: the handful 
of great capitalist powers and their cor- 
porations, who exploit billions and 
crush all states and peoples, who resist 
them. We support resistance to their 
blockades, sanctions, invasions and 
wccupations by countries like 

Venezuela, Iraq or Iran. We demand an 

end to the occupation of Afghanistan 

and Iraq, and the Zionist occupation 
_ of Palestine. We support uncondition- 
ally the armed resistance, 
i We fight racism and national oppres- 


sion. We defend refugees and asylum 
seekers from the racist actions of the 
media, the state and the fascists. We 
oppose ail immigration controls. When 
racists physically threaten refugees and 
immigrants, we take physical action 
to defend them. We fight for no piat- 
form for fascism. 

We fight for women's liberation: from 
physical and mental abuse, domestic 
drudgery, sexual exploitation and dis- 
crimination at work. We fighe for free 
abortion and contraception on demand. 
We fight for an end to all discrimination 
against lesbians and gay men and 
against their harassment by the state, 
religious bodies and reactionaries. 

We fight youth oppression in the tam- 
ity and saciety: for their sexual freedom, 
for an end to super-exploitation, for the 
right to vote at sixteen, for free, univer- 
sal education with a living grant. 

We fight bureaucracy in the unions. 
Ali union officers must be elected, 
recallable, and removable at short 
notice, and earn the average pay of the 
members they claim to represent. Rank 
and file trade unionists must organise 
to dissolve the bureaucracy. We fight for 
nationalisation without compensation 
and under workers control. 

We fight reformism: the policy of 
Labour, Socialist, Social-Democratic 
and the misnamed Communist parties. 
Capitalism cannot be reformed 
through peaceful parliamentary means; 
it must be overthrown by force. 


Though these parties stiil have roots 
in the working class, politicaily they 
defend capitalism. We fight for the 
unions to break from Labour and form 
for a new workers party. We fight for 
such 2 party to adopt a revolutionary 
programme and a Leninist combat 
form of organisation. 

We fight Stalinism. The so-cailed 
communist states were a dictatorship 
over the working class by a privileged 
bureaucratic elite, based on the expro- 
priation of the capitalists. Those Stal- 
inist states that survive - Cuba and North 
Korea - must be defended against impe- 
rialist biockade and attack. But a social- 
ist political revolution is the only way 
to prevent their eventual collapse. 

We reject the policies of class collab- 
oration: “popular fronts” or a “demo- 
cratic stage”, which oblige the working 
class to renounce the fight for power 
today. We reject the theary of “social- 
ism in one country”. Only Trotsky's 
strategy of permanent revolution can 
bring victory in the age of imperialism 
and globalisation. Only a global revo- 
lution can cansign capitalism to 
hiszory. 

With the internationalist and com- 
munist goal in our sights, proceeding 
along the road of the class struggle, 
we propose the unity of ali revolution- 
ary forces in a new Fifth International. 

That is what Workers Power is fight- 
ing for. If you share these goals — 
join us. 
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to expand our pu 


Fighting fund 


Workers Power has launched a £4000 fighting fund target to 
help us with our pers work. We want to use this to money 
lications range, help us finance more staff 
in the office and ensure that we can continue to build a 
revolutionary communist organisation in Britain. Building 
communist movement in Britain which can py lead the fight 
hack gli the recession and the growth of 
essentia 


he far right ts 


If you want to help, and remember - every penny counts then please rush 

us cheques and postal orders te Workers Power, BOM 7750, London, WC1N 
3HX 
You can also donate online at www.workerspower.com 
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Workers Power is the British 
Section of the League for the 
Fifth international 
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j cl would like to join the | 
| Workers Power group | 
| © Please send more details | 
| about Workers Power | 
I Name: I 
Address: 7 
I : =| 
] Postcode: I 
Email: 
j Telno: | 
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IFIGHTING FUND | 


Make cheques or postal | 


orders out to ‘Workers Power’ 
and send to | 
| BCM 7750, London WCIN 3XX | 


or donate online at 
www.workerspower.come 
‘Make a donation’ button 
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1 direct to my door each month | 
| for the next 12 issues. I 
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I o £19.50 Europe I 
o £26.00 Rest of the world | 
Name: | 
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By John Bowman 


Te BNP’s electoral breakthrough at the 





European elections, gaining them two 
seats, represents a real and growing 
danger in these times of economic crisis. 

Their two MEPs will give the party a new 
wave of funding for their political activities, 
with farge salaries and expense allowances. 
More than this, it gives them further public- 
ity and profile in preparation for the UK gen- 
eral elections, which must be called within 
a year. 

The BNP use elections for publicity, but 
for the eventual aim of building a violent 
racist movement on the streets, to break up 
unions and other working class organisa- 
tions. deport black and Asian people and pre- 
pare Britain for wars of conquest. 

Party leader Nick Griffin explained in 1995 
that the BNP are an organisation that 
backs up its slogan ‘rights for whites’ with 
‘well aimed boots and fists’. It is this strate- 
gy that makes the BNP different from other 
parties that stand in elections. The BNP is a 
fascist party - and in these elections they 
have scored 940,000 votes. That makes them 
a threat that needs to be dealt with by the 
working class - black and white. 

So why did a fascist party that bans non- 
whites from membership, that cal!s for repa- 
triation of non-while people out of the coun- 
try and that has clear and well-publicised 
neo-Nazi links gain so many votes? 

The answer is simple — mass disi]lusion- 
ment with Labour and the ruling elite in busi- 
ness and government who are letting living 
standards plummet for millions in the eco- 
nomic crisis while the rich get richer. And the 
right wing media like the Express and Star 
have blamed migrants for unemployment - 
which is actually caused not by migrants but 
by bosses — and the trade union and Labour 
leaders have failed to answer these lies. 

So the BNP has had some success mak- 
ing foreigners and black people scapegoats 
for the anger so many feel. They blame 
them for everything from the lack of social 
housing to high unemployment — but they 
link this to strong anti-establishment rhet- 
oric against the ‘elite’, This is not socialism — 
it is just fakery. But it can work, and some 
people mistakenly see a vote for the BNP as 
a point scored against the parties that have 


caused them so much suffering in the past 
~ Labour and the Tories. The BNP deliberate- 
ly play on this. 

Andrew Brons, one of the BNP’s newly 
elected MEPs, said in his acceptance speech, 
that he knew his election wasn't ‘universal- 
ly popular’ and attacked the ‘onslaught’ on 
the BNP by the media and mainstream polit- 
ical parties. Griffin heralded his election as 
a triumph against the ‘ruling elite’. The BNP’s 
racism is only surpassed by their opportunism 
~— their anti-establishment rhetoric was 
matched by a real toning down of the full 
reality of their racist policies in their victo- 
ry speeches, 


If we are to really 
undermine the BNP’s 
support and rally former 
Labour voters to a 
progressive solution, we 
need our own party of 
revolutionary hope here 
in Britain. 


That hundreds of thousands of people are 
driven to putting a cross by candidates such 
as Griffin and Bron in elections is a sign of seri- 
ous discontent and anger at the establishment. 
In 1930, Leon Trotsky, the Russian revolutton- 
ary, wrote that ‘if communism is the party of 
revolutionary hope, then fascism, as a mass 
movement, is the party of counter-revolution- 
ary despair’. These words ring as true today as 
they did then with the recession of 2008-09 
continuing to deepen with job cuts, pay 
cuts, unemployment and a deteriorating stan- 
dard of life for millions of people. 

The BNP have raised Gordon Brown's slo- 
gan ‘British jobs for British workers’, fight- 
ing for ‘British workers first’ as their goal. 
The BNP have put this issue to the fore- 
front of the campaigning — with the slogan 


even listed next to their name on the ballot 
paper. To stop the BNP we need to show how 
dividing workers on national lines weakens 
our resistance to the bosses and doesn't save 
jobs. The way to protect jobs isa united fight 
by all workers — and to level up foreign work- 
ers’ pay to equal other workers, preventing 
undercutting. 

Another important factor is to mobilise 
the victims of BNP racism into a untied fight 
back, Muslims, Asian and black people. Our 
rallying slogan must be "black and white unite 
and fight.” 

If we are to really undermine the BNP’s 
support and rally former Labour voters to a 
progressive solution, we need our awn party 
of revolutionary hope here in Britain, We 
need an anti-establishment party of the 
Left-— a genuine anti-capitalist, internation- 
alist party which doesn’t just challenge 
Labour and the Tories but challenges the 
whole system of greed and misery which 1s 
pushing people into-the arms of reaction. 

Such a party would be able to put for- 
ward radical policies that would really 
improve peoples’ lives. It would argue to tack- 
le unemployment through massive invest- 
ment in transport, schools and hospitals to 
be paid for by heavily taxing the rich. A new 
party would be able not only to criticise and 
expose the BNP’s racist, anti-working class 
policies but would be able put forward real 
socialist alternatives and drive a wedge 
between the BNP and their supporters. It 
would be an activist party that gives a lead to 
the resistance and hope in the here and new. 

At some stage the BNP will move on from 
its current phase of seeking mass support 
through respectable electioneering and will 
start to assert itself on the streets, like the 
national front tried to doin the 1970s. 
When this happens, the answer will be Trot- 
sky’s policy: a united front of the working class 
organisations to confront them everywhere, 
and mass popular defence organisations to 
drive them off the streets. But right now, 
the fascists in Britain are at the stage of emerg- 
ing from a fringe sect into a well-known 
national political party. They have created a 
strong pole on the far right wing of the 
political spectrum — to answer them we need 
a strong poll on the left. Again in Trotsky’s 
words. in the fight against fascism three things 
are necessary: “a party, a party and a party.” 





